


—" ors ey 





PUBLISHED BY BLAIR AND RIVES, AT 


CONGRESSIONAL 








981TH CONG.........2D SESS. 





{Continued from No. 8.] 


case. They dwelt at great length upon the correct- 
ness of the direction given to the claim in the bill, 
and upon the safety to the government of submit- 
ting the investigation and adjustment of the account 
to i. Third Auditor, in whom Congress had the 
most implicit confidence, and whose scrutiny would 
be much more severe (and consequently his decision 
more correct) than it could be possible for any com- 
mittee in the time allotted to its labors to arrive at. 
The Fourth Auditor had investigated ard reported 
adversely upon the claim prior to its submission to 
the United States circuit court. Jt was now pro- 

osed to submit the case to the Third Auditor, with 
all the lights of evidence elicited upon the trial. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said the Fourth Auditor was 
the auditor of the Navy Department; and it required 
no act of Congress to re-refer the matter to him, as 
the reference fell within the sphere of his duties. 

Mr. ARCHER had overlooked the fact that it 
was the Fourth Auditor who belonged to the Navy 
Department. He would have no objection to let- 
ting the reference be to the Fourth, instead of the 
Third Auditor. 

Mr. HAYWOOD called for the yeas and nays on 
his motion to commit the bill to the Committee on 
Claims, and they were ordered. 

The yeas and nays were then taken; and the mo- 
tion was decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays 22, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Ben- 

ton, Breese, Colquitt, Dickinson, Fairfield, Haywood, Mer- 
rick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, and Wood- 
ury—17. 
Mays ~—Messrs. Archer, Bagby. Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Han- 
negan, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Rives, Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—22. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to strike out the word 
“settle,” in the 4th line of the bill, and insert: “‘ex- 
amine and report to Congress at the next session 
what appears to be justly due on,” leaving out the 
the latter part of the bill which authorizes the pay- 
ment of the amount found due by the auditor. 

Mr. BERRIEN protested agatnst the delay of 
justice which this would occasion; and further urged 
the propriety of adopting the bill in its original 
form. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Woopsury’s 
amendment, and it was decided in the negative. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The next bill on the general orders was the bill 
for increasing the pay of certain revenue officers 
while employed in ce naval service; but 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, it was postponed 
tll to-morrow, with a view of allowing the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business 
of some importance. 

This motion being concurred in, 

The Senate went into executive session; and after 
some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 13, 1845. 


The journal having been read, 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY rose to make an ex- 
pansien, which he said might, in some measure, 

€ considered a question of privilege. In looking 
over the Globe of Saturday evening, he found that, 
in the report of the pro ings of that day, he was 
put In the position of having inflicted an act of sin- 
Son Injustice ona gentleman of this House, (Mr. 

ELseR,] which it was far from his intention to do. 

The remarks were as follows: 

“He referred to the fact which he alleged, that the gentle- 
man had made an attempt inthe city of Baltimore to get 
passed resolutions of censure uponhim (Mr. K.) for having 
written a letter against the annexation of Texar, and he ex- 
pressed his acknowledgments therefor, as thereby had heen 
demonstrated what before he had only conjectured to be 
true—that the large majority of his people were opposed to 
enaexetion. He felt it due to the gentleman, however, to 
say that these resolutions were not passed by him, but by 
ne Te, of Lp in Baltimore, who thought that, by 

evice of passing censure upon him, they might 
find favor with John Tyler” in 

What he had to complain of in this report (and 
he meant to cast no censure on the rters, know- 


ing their general accuracy and the difficulties under 
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which they labored) was, that he was made to make 


a charge against the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Bexser] of having gone to Baltimore for the pur- 
— of getting up the resolutions of censure against 
1im; when his remarks, so far from having that ten- 
dency, expressly exonerated the gentleman from 
having any part in the matter, and did full justice to 
the candor and manliness of his course. In order to 
set the matter right, he had written out what he did 
say onthat occasion, and begged leave to read it 
for the information of the House. Mr. K. then read 
as follows: 


“I took pleasure in making this commendation, although 
that gentleman had unconsciously contributed towards an 
effort to procure a censure upon me from my own constitu- 
ents for a letter | had written on the subject of Texas. A 
meeting of the friends of annexation was called in Baltimore 
last spring, and the aunouncement that that gentleman was 
to he there constituted the chief attraction of the evening. 
A large concourse of citizens was the consequence. At 
this meeting resolutions of censure against me were pro- 
posed, which signally failed to receive the support of those 
present. | do not find fault with this attempt, but rather re- 
joice in it; because it gave me demonstration of a fact 
which, before that, | had no other means to ascertain than 
by conjecture—that the large majority of the city of Balti- 
more did not disapprove of my views upon the subject of 
annexation. Ido not mean to say that that gentleman had 
any agency in the suggestion or presentation of these reso- 
lutions. I know that he had not. They came from another 
direction. They were indebted for their origin to certain 
minions of power in Baltimore who, | must believe, hoped 
to win favor with John Tyler by so paltry a device as this— 
of a public censure of my constituents upon me.” 


Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the doorkeeper of the House of Represent- 
atives be authorized to retain John Thomas McDutftie as 
page to the end of the present session, the fact that he is 
over sixteen years of age to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. W. observed that there was a rule of the 
House which declared that the doorkeeper should 
employ no pages above the age of sixteen years; and 
one of the best pages of the House had arrived at 
the age of sixteen years two or three weeks ago. 
It was to enable the doorkeeper to continue this 
page in employment that his resolution was offered. 

The CHAIR said that the resolution could only 
be received by general consent. 

Mr. REDING objected. 

Mr. WELLER moved a suspension of the rules; 
which motion being carried, the resolution was re- 
ceived and adopted. 

Mr. PEYTON asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public expenditures be 
instructed to inquire into and report the amount of expendi- 
tures growing out of the printing and other expenses incur- 
red by the action of this House on the subject of the Rhode 
Island Dorr controversy. 


Objections being made by several, 

Mr. PEYTON moved a suspension of the rules; 
and called for the yeas and nays on that question. 
The vote being taken, the question was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 80—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Arrington, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Bower, Brengle, Milton Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buftington, Carroll, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, 
Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Garrett Davis, Deber- 
ry, Dellet, Dickey, Grinnell, Grider, Edward 8. Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mclivaine, Edward J. 
Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Pater- 
son, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Flisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Charles M. Reed, Reding, Roberts, Rockwell, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Simpson, Slidell. Albert Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb 8. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, John White, Winthrop, Woodward, and William 
Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Dana, John W. Davis, 
Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, French, Fuller. Byram Green, Han- 
nibal Hamlin, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Norris, Parmenter, Pettit, 
Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Ritter, 
Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, John T. 
Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Alfred P. Stone, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheat- 
on, Benjamin te, Williams, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—80. 


Mr. HAMMETT, on leave, introduced a bill 


_GLORBE. 


ONE DOLLAR PER SESSION, IN ADVANCE. 
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from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, authorizing 


the sale of two Arabian horses, received as a present 
from the Imaum of Muscat. The bill was read three 
times and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, on leave, introduced a bill 
to correct a clerical error in a bill passed at the last 
session of Congress, entitled “An act supplementary 
to an act entitled an act to regulate assets on mesne 
process in the District of Columbia,” and to amend 
the title thereof. It was read three times, and 
passed. 


TERMINATION OF THE TEXAS DEBATE. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON $ submitted a resolution in the 
usual form to terminate the debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the State of the Union on the resolu- 
tions for the reannexation of Texas to this Union on 
Thursday next, at 2 o’clock; and on this resolution 
he moved the previous question. 

Mr. SAMPLE moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and resulted as follows—yeas 
127, nays 54: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Benton, Blackwell, Bowlin, Brengle, Brinkerhoft, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, 
Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Daniel, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap. Farlee, Fish, Foot, Gic- 
dings, Goggin, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Han- 
nibal Haralin, Edward 8. Hamlin, Hammett. Hardin, Har- 
per, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hubard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lu- 
cas, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, Me- 
livaine, Marsh, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Paterson, Peyton, Phanix, 
Pollock, Elisha ik Potter, Emery D. Petter, Preston, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Rhett, Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Rockwell. Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sex- 
ter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Stet- 
son, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, 
Strong, Summers, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Vinton, John White, Benjamin White, Williams, 
Winthrop, Woodward and William Wright—127. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A Black, Bower, Boyd, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Campbell, Au- 

ustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cullom, John W. Davis, 
Gouden Duncan, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster. French, Ful- 
ler, Haralson, Hays, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, C. J. In- 
gersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Labranche, Lumpkin, MeConnell, McKay, Jo 
seph Morris, Parmenter, Rayae, David S. Reid, Ritter, 
Russell, St. John, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Wel 
ler, Joseph A. Wright and Yost—64. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


ANNEXATION AGAIN. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a joint resolution 
on the subject that was now before them; that it 
take the usual course of twice reading, and be re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF objected. 

Mr. BROWN moved to suspend the rules for this 


pam. 
he joint resolution of Mr. Brown was read, as 
follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS declaring the terms on which 
Congress will admit Texas into the Union as a State. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of .Imerica in Congress assembled, That Con- 
gress doth consent that the territory properly included 
within and rightfully belonging to the republic of Texas, 
may be erected into a new State, to be called the State of 
Texas, with a republican form of government, to be adopted 
by the people of said republic, b deputies in convention 
assembied, with the consent of the existing gorernment, in 
order that the same may be admitted as one of the States of 
this Union. 

2. And be it further resolved, That the foregoing consent 
of Congress is given upon the following conditious, and 
with the fol! een to wit: : 

1. Said State to be formed, subject to the adjustment by 
this government of all questions of boundary that may ariss 
with other governments; and the constitution thereof, with 
ng r evidence of its adoption by the people of said repub- 

ic of Texas, shall be transmitted to the President the 

United States, to be laid before Congress for its final action, 
on or before the first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-six. 

2. Said State, when admitted into the Union, after cedin 
to the United States all mines, minerals, salt lakes « 
springs, and also, all public edifices, fortifications, barracks, 
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ports and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, magazines, 
arms, armaments, and all other property and means per- 
taining to the public defence belonging to said republic of 
‘Texas, shall retain all the public funds, debts, taxes and 
dues of every kind which may belong to, or be due and owing 
said republic; and shall also retain all the vacant and unap- 
propriated lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the 
payment of the debts and liabilities to the said republic of 
lexas; and the residence of said lands, after discharging said 
debts and liabilities, to be disposed of as said State may di- 
rect; but in no event are said debts and liabilities to become 
a charge upon the government of the United States. 

8. New States of convenient size, and having sufficient 
population, may hereafter, by the consent of said State, be 
tormed out of the territory thereof, which shall be entitled 
to admixsien under the provisions of the federal constitution. 
And such States as may be formed out of that portion of 
said territory’ lying south of 36 degrees 30 minutes north 
latitude, commonly known as the Missouri compromise line, 
shall be admitted into this Union with or without slavery, as 
the people of each State asking permission may desire, 


The question being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative withouta division. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BROWN accordingly offered the resolution, 
and he moved its reference to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HALE moved an amendment, to add thereto 
the proposition submitted by himself a few days 
since, that it also be printed and referred. 

‘The SPEAKER decided that this being a motion 
to refer, the amendment was not in order. 

‘The question was taken; and the resolution having 
been read a first and seeond time, was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. ST. JOHN, on leave given, presented resolu- \ 


tions of the legislature of Ohio relative to certain 
lots in the town of Perrysburg, Wood county, 
Ohio; which were laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve it- 
self into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. PATERSON inquired what was the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER replied, the call of the States for 
resolutions. 

Mr. PATERSON hoped the regular orders would 
be proceeded with. 

‘he question was taken; and, being decided in the 
affirmative-— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Horxins in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions, with the several amendments thereto, 
for the reannexation of Texas. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was entitled to the floor. After 
a preliminary remark, proceeding to refer to the re- 
marks of Mr. J. P. Kennepy, and in particular to 
Mr. K.’s reference to Swift’s “Tale of a‘Tub,” Mr. 
T. remarked that the gentleman, and other gentle- 
men who had argued that side of the question, ap- 
peared to have made the same disposition of the 
constitution as was made of the will by the heirs in 
that case, when they resolved that they would lock 
up their father’s will in a strong box, and would 
consult it hereafter only when they thought fit. It 
seemed to him that that gentleman, and other gen- 
tlemen, had at no time troubled themselves with the 
constitution at all. The only reference to the con- 
stitution which the gentleman had thought worthy 
to make, was to that clause which related to the 
qualifications for senators and representatives. He 
read, from the report in the Globe of Mr. Kexne- 
py’s remarks, the extract in which he objected to 
the immediate admission of Texas as a State, as 
popes by Dromcoore’s projet, since it would 
ring into Congress senators and reprrsentatives 
who would not have the constitutional qualifieation 
of nine and seven years’ residence in the United 
States. Now, admitting this position of the gentle- 
man to be correct, what (he asked) had that to do with 
the question now under consideration—with the 
power or the right of Congress to annex Texas to 
this Union as a State or Territory? It could oper- 
ate nothing but inconvenience to the people of 
Texas, if they Were placed in that position—an 
inconvenience for which they could wo doubt finda 
thousand remedies in this country. But the con- 
stitution ought not to receive any such rule of con- 
struction. lf Comgress had the power to annex Texas, 
then we ought not to emia that there was any 
other clause in the constitution to make that power 
nugatory. 

tcwas not within the spirit of the powers of the con- 
stitution that any State should be admitted into the 








CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


represented in the Congress of the United States; 
and when they looked at the motives which influ- 
enced the convention in inserting this clause, they 
found that it was susceptible of no such application 
whatever. In proof of this position, and as laying 
down the rule for the proper construction of the con- 
stitution, Mr. T. read several extracts from Judge 
Story’s writings. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Win- 
veer when the proposition was introduced, had 
affirmed that the annexation ef Texas would bea 
violation of the faith of this country, asa violation 
of the law of nations; a violation of the constitution, 
as derogatory to the honor of the nation; and ob- 
jectionable principally on .the ground of slavery. 
‘These were bold propositions, and seemed to be 
very confidently taken by the gentleman; and this 
committee and the country had a right to expect that 
that gentleman, so well known fer his skill and his 
diligence, would have been armed with facts and 
arguments to appal the friends of this measure, and 
drive them from their position. Passing, for the 
present, the question of national law, Mr. T. pro- 
posed to look into the constitutional question, The 
3d section of the 4th article of the constitution pro- 
vided that “new States may be admitted by the 
Congress into this Union; but no new State shall be 
formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any 
other State, nor any State be formed by the junction 
of two or more States or parts of States, sient the 
consent of the legislatures of the States concerned, 
as well as of the Congress.” 

He contended, if it were possible that there could 
be considered any ambiguity in the first broad grant 
of power to the Congress, “new States may be ad- 
mitted,” &c., that the succeeding limitation of the 
clause showed conclusively that there were to be 
two kinds of admission—one from territory belong- 
ing to some State or States of the Union, and the 
other from foreign territory. He further read seve- 
ral extracts from Judge Story, all going to show, as 
he said, that this clause gave Congress the power to 
admit new States into the Union, limited only by the 
direction of Congress itself. 

It would be observed (said Mr. T.) that he argued 
this question on the right of Congress to admit new 
States inte this Union. There were two classes of 
propositions before the committee—one class propo- 
sing to annex Texas as a State, and the otherasa 
Territory. As to the details of these propositions, 
he did not discuss them; men of sense did 
not quarrel about the details when they had once 
agreed upon the great principles of a measure. 
Nor did he mean to say anything about the power 
of Congress to admit Dems as a territory, his ob- 
ject being only to show their power to admit her as 
a State. The constitution, then, on any rule of con- 
struction that could be applied to it, it could not be 
doubted, authorized Congress to admit Texas asa 
State. But the friends of this question did not fear 
to travel out of the constitution to the history of 
this clause of that instrument, or to travel into the 
cotemporaneous construction of it. He here quoted 
an extract from Judge Story, to show with what 
limitations and caution the cotemporaneous con- 
struction of the constitution should be received. 

Mr. T. then referred to the 11th article of the old 
confederation, to show the understanding of our 
forefathers in relation to the admission of new States 
in the Union; for, by that article, it was declared that 
Canada should of right, if she chose to do so, come into 
our Union on an equal footing with the other States; 
and bya subsequent proposition, it was declared 
thatother new States might be admitted into the 
Union, provided nine States voted for it. Mr. T. 
also referred to the propositions made by Mr. Charles 
Pinekney, Mr. Edmund Randolph and _ others, in 
support of the position he assumed; and cited the 
report of the committee to which these propositions 
were referred. He then quoted the authority of the 
Federalist, number 14, written by Mr. Madison, to 
show the cotemponeous construction = to the 
constitution in relation to this subject. In refutation 
of the position assumed by some gentlemen, that the 
article of the constitution providing for the admis- 
sion of new States into the Union was restricted in 
its meaning to the admission of Siates arising out of 
the bsom our of acknowleged territory, Mr. T. 
cited the decision of the Supreme Court on the sub- 
ject, to be found in the 2d vol. of Peters’s Reports, and 
ulso referred to the acts admitting Louisiana and 
Arkansas into the Union. But he would refer the 
committee to another authority, which he supposed, 
on the other side of the House, would be entitled to 


Union, and at the same time that it should not be W some respeet. He alluded to a speech of a dis 


guished gentleman from Virginia in the other bench 
ef Congress, [Mr. Ancuer,] in which he admitted 
in the broadest sense, the power of this government 
to acquire foreign territory, and annex it to the Union 
asa State. Having said this much on the constitution. 
al question, he wished to devote a few moments to 
another position taken by the gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts, viz: that it was contrary to our treat 
stipulations with Mexico, and derogatory to the 
honor of this nation, to annex Texas to the Union. 
However desirable it might be, in his Opinion, to 
make this important and valuable acquision, he, for 
one, would unhesitatingly abandon it if it was cal- 
culated to add the slightest blot or stain upon our 
national honor. But, to see if the position of the 
gentleman was correct, he would beg leave to de- 
tain the committee while he made a brief historical 
examination of the history of Texas. Mr. T. then 
gave an outline of the history of Texas, from its first 
discovery and settlement by Franee in 1685; the 
grant of the country by the French King to Crozer 
in 1712; its transfer to Spain, and retrocession to 
France, by which it was sold to the United States 
under the treaty of 1803. Then referring to the 
treaty of 1819, by which the country was ceded by 
the United States to Spain, he mentioned the fact 
that, on the news of tnat cession having been re- 
ceived by the people of Texas, they met in solemn 
convention, and, protesting against being trans- 
ferred like slaves to a foreign despot, declared them- 
selves a free and independent people. As a free 
and independent nation, she entered into the Mexi- 
can confederacy, and was received as such; having 
formed and adopted a constitution declaring herself 
a sovereign State, and independent not only of the 
rest of the world, but of the other united Mexican 
States. Moreover, having been received as a part 
of the Mexican union with this constitution, Mexi- 
co, by this act, admitted her sovereignty and inde- 
pendence. Mr. T. here read extracts from the con- 
stitution of Coahuila and Texas. Fiom this por- 
tion of the history of Texas it would appear that 
she never had submitted to the jurisdiction of any 
power whatever, and that she had always main- 
tained her freedom and independence. But to pro- 
ceed further in the history ef this matter: in 1821, 
the treaty of Cordova was made, by which Spain 
acknowledged the independence of Mexico; and, 
though that treaty had been afterwards disclaimed 
by Spain, and declared to be null and void, it was 
upon that simple acknowledgment that Messrs. 
Adams and Clay, and afterwards Gen. Jackson, 
roposed to treat with Mexico for the cession of 
Tom to the United States. Mexico had no other 
title to Texas than that when these propositions 
were made to her; yet when now it was proposed 
to treat with Texas herself, who had always main- 
tained her independence, we are told (said Mr. T.) 
that we are about tarnishing the honor of the coun- 
try, and violating its treaty obligations to Mexico. 
In 1834, Santa Anna overthrew the constitution of 
Mexico, and Texas having protested against it, de- 
clared her independence again; and notwithstanding 
all the efforts of Mexico to subdue her, she had suc- 
cessfully resisted that power, and maintained her in- 
dependence as a nation to this day. So much, then, 
for the honor of this country and the right of Mexi- 
co to interfere in this matter. Mexico, in fact, never 
had any right, according to the laws of nations, to 
one foot of land in Texas; and therefore the United 
States were under no obligations to consult ler. 
But (said Mr. T.) while we are on the subject of 
the honor and good faith of the nation, I beg leave 
to call the attention of the committee to another i1m- 
portant fact. Texas had a right to be admitted 
into this Union, which the United States could not 
deny her without violating every principle of 
honor, of justice, and of good faith. The third arti- 
cle of the treaty with France for the purchase 
of Louisiana provides that the inhabitants of Texas 
shall be admitted into the Union, as soon as possi- 
ble, on an equal footing with the other States, and 
secures to them the enjoyment of all their rights and 
rivileges. Mr. T. here read the article referred to. 
ow, he asked if that treaty was not violated when 
Texas was ceded to Spain by the treaty of 1819, 
without consulting France or the people of the ter 
ritory; and if the United States were not bound by 
the principles of justice and good faith to perform 
the stipulations in that treaty now that they had it 
in their power to do so. Mr. Clay denied the right 
of the United States, under the treaty-making pow- 
er, to cede that country to Spain; and, for the infor- 
mation of the committee, he would read some eX: 
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tracts from some remarks of Mr. Clay on that sub- 


iect. Here Mr. T. read some extracts from Mr. 
Clay’s remarks condemnatory of the treaty of 1819. 
He alluded to the Irish union with England in 
1800, and the previous annexation of Wales to Eng- 
jand, to show that the law of nations was not adverse 
to this annexation; and proceeded to the expediency 
of annexation. His time, however, would not al- 
low him to discuss how and what various interests 
would be promoted by it. He however would re- 
mark that it would open a market for the produc- 
tions of the western country, particularly its grain, 
and for the manufactures of the North and the East. 
It was, however, a national question, and should not 
be decided on sectional views. But if sectional 
views were taken, he conceived it would be found 
to be particularly a western and eastern question. 
The attempt to annex Texas to the United States 
first proceeded from one of the representatives of 
Massachusetts, (understood to be Mr. Apams,) 
aided by a man from the western country, (Mr. 
Clay;) and it was to be presumed the two interests 
of the East and West influenced the minds of those 
twomen atthatday. Mr. Clay, it was known, was 
opposed to the transfer of that country, and he never 
lost sight of the regaining of it; and what man of 
what party at that time raised his voice against iv 
Nothing was then said of its beiag a southern ques- 
tion, He did not, so far as he knew him- 
self, and his opinions, and his feelings, 
give the slavery question which had been 
raised here the weight of one feather. He 
jived on the line of demarcation between the free 
and the slave interests of this Union, and he was 
able to look upon this matter with calmness; and he 
would there say that he did not give that weight to 
the question of slavery that he should be induced, 
on that account, to vote for this annexation. So 
long as he had a seat on this floor, he would not 
submit to the invasion of their constitutional rights 
or domestic institutions by any foreign power; but 
if Texas was annexed to-day as a free State, he 
would give his vote as freely for it as he would if it 
were to be annexed asa slave State. One gentle- 
man had said that this was a new question; but he 
denied that it was so. This question had continued 
long to be a question of great interest throughout 
this Union; and the fiat of the people had gone forth 
in a voice that could not be mistaken. Gentlemen 
might deny that the question had been settled by the 
people; but if there was one question that was in- 
volved in the late canvass throughout the wide ex- 
panse of the Union—through every State, and coun- 
ty, and town, and hamlet—it was this question of 
e annexation of Texas. There was no question so 
much mooted; and Mr. Clay was opposed on the 
ground of his hostility to it, and Mr. Polk was 
supported because he was friendly to it. On the 
subject of the tariff and of distribution, there was 
not that unanimity that there was on this question: 
on the question of annexation there was no differ- 
ence—there was no dispute. It might now com- 
pon with the views of some gentlemen from the 
North to throw local difficulties in the way of this 
measure; but he begged the committee to look upon 
it ought to be viewed—as a national question, and 
not one involving local feelings or local interests. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF next obtained the floor, 
and he commenced with the observation that his 
health was so feeble that he was by no means cer- 
tam that he should be able to occupy all the time 
which the rules allotted to him; yet from the deep 
interest which he felt, and which he knew his con- 
stituents felt in relation to this question, he could 
not permit it to pass without attempting to give 
some exoression to his feelings and convictions in 
relation to it. Before coming on here to resume 
his seat at the present session, he had hoped that 
this question would not be forced upon their con- 
sideration, knowing as_he did, and as evety man on 
this floor knew, that this question, whatever it may 
be to the government, was new to the American 
people. Knowing as he did that.in the midst of the 
heat oe turmoil and noise and dust and bustle of 
po.itical campaign just past, there was no opportu- 
nity afforded for the an consideration of oa 
uon in all its details, and wishing that its determi- 
nation by the Congress of the United States might 
have the benefitof “the sober second thought” of 
the people, he hed indulged the hope that it might 
be permitted to go over to the next Congress and 
the next executive. He fully concurred with gen- 
tlemen who had preceded him in the the expressions 
which they had uttered showing the importance of 
this measure. In his opinion it was the most im- 


portant question that had engaged the deliberations 
of this body for the last quarter of a century. It 
was a question which was to affect, and 
materially, too, for weal or wo, millions of human 
beings yet unborn, ard in no small degree, republics 
and empires yet inembryo. He repeated, then, he 
had hoped this question would have been permitted 
to have gone over to the next Congress. It was 
well known that there was not a member holding a 
seat on this floor—with the exception of a very few, 
who had been elected to fill vacancies—who had 
been elected with a view to the determination of this 
question; and it was well known that the executive 
of this Union, by whom this question was brought 
forward, did not possess the confidence of the nation. 
Why, then, this hasty pressure on this subject? 
Did they fear the public sentiment? If gentlemen 
would go no further than to say that Texas, in some 
form, ought to be annexed to this Union, he would 
not be disposed to quarrel with the decision; but when 
they asserted that the people had determined the 
question of annexation, and its terms and conditions, 
he denied it. Such a statement was not true. 
The question was discussed in Ohio as well as 
other places, and he knew something about that dis- 
eussion. He knew that the democratic candidate 
for the office of governor of Ohio uniformly 
took ground, not on the platform of the treaty, but 
of the bill introduced at the otherend of the Capi- 
tol by a Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bsnron.] 

Mr. THOMPSON. That was the reason he got 
beaten. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. And they all knew 
that both the senators from the State of Ohio were 
against the treaty; and yet they did not meet with a 
word of censure from any part of that State. They 
knew also that the gentleman now occupying the 
exalted station of governor of the great State 
of New York, who voted against the ratifica- 
tion of that treaty, had received an endorsement 
which did him higher honor than any man _ had re- 
ceived amongst all the results of the late campaign. 
With what face, then, could it be said that this 


question had been decided by the late election, 
either generally or in detail—not only abstract- 
edly, but inits terms and conditions? He de- 


nied that it had been so settled. He had said that 
he indulged the hope that this question would be given 
the go-by, and suffered to go over to those who were 
to succeed them, and who enjoyed the public confi- 
dence, coming fresh from the people after they had 
opportunity to examine the subject. But when he 
came here he soon saw this expectation was to be 
disappointed. It required no extraordinary sagacity 
to see, when the standing committees of the House 
were announced, particularly the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, that his hopes were to be disap- 
ointed. He was sure it was quite superfluous for 
ee to disclaim any personal hostility to that com- 
mittee; yet justice to hisconvictions, and to the peo- 
ple he represented, required him to state the truth; 
and he would there state that that committee was 
strangely constituted for the disposition of a “great 
national” question. Why was it that nearly all the 
members of that committee were taken from the 
democracy of the South—from the slave States? 
After a few words on that subject, he addressed 
himself to the remarks of his colleague, [Mr. Dean, } 
who was understood on a previous day to approve, 
and say the people of Ohio approved, of the sacrifice 
of Mr. Van Buren, on the ground of his hostility to 
annexation. If that were so, he a why were 
there such strenuous exertions made by the repre- 
sentatives from Ohio to prevent his being laid aside? 
why were there such energetic—an energy amount- 
ing almost to ferocity—protests against “the deep 
damnation of his taking off?’ He went on to in- 


: quire if his colleague approved of the two-thirds rule 


adopted inthe convention, by which one-thirds of its 
members could control or prevent action altogether? 
He asserted that the democracy of Ohio had never 
sanctioned that rule, and he trusted in God they 
never would. 

They supported James K. Polk earnestly and 
zealously and laboriously, in season and out of 
season, because he was opposed to a bank of the 
United States, a distribution of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, a high protective tariff, and 
because he agreed with the democratic party gen- 
erally on questions of a national and constitutional 
character, but not on the ground of immediate and 
unconditional annexation; and on these grounds 
there was no per that did more to secure the suc- 
cess of their candidate than the people of the great 
State of New York. ; 





But why was this question thus rudely thrust on 
their consideration, and with such feverish heat and 
impatient haste? And why had it assumed the par- 
ticular and definite shape in which it was now pre- 
sented, without not only the forming but the adopt- 
ing hand of a committee? Was it done for the 


special endorsement of the only remaining 
whig principle of *40—‘Tyler, too?” Was it 


done for that? Or was it done for the special 
glorification of the extraordinary, the weorld- 
astonishing person who now controls the diplomacy 
of the country? Was it for that, and an approva! 
of his dissertations on slavery and the beauties of 
bondage, and the sweet harmonious music of fetters? 
If it was not for that, why was it there in the shape 
in which it was presented to them? Why was the 
dead body of the treaty exhumed and galvanized 
into horrible contortions? If it was not for that, 
why was it that a committee did not deliberate upon 
i? If it wasa national question, why was it that 
a committee did not anil it into some shape in 
which they could adopt it consistently with their 
principles and ieelings? But the odwiniiasien 
were anxious for it. Oh, yes; they had had 
a message detailing in high sounding phrase 
the wrongs and insults and injustice of which 


Mexico had been guilty; and hence they 
were prayed to annex Texas right off. Why 
was it that the executive was so anxious 


on that subject for the national rights and dignity? 
It was a beautiful administration. Now he (Mr. 
B.) believed they had a country away West be 
tween the Rocky movwntains and the broad Pacific, 
called Oregon. It was a country of large extent, 
and a region of great fertility; and what was more, 
it was eleisied y every American statesman to be 
ours exclusively, in every respect; and yet that 
country was éctually in =a possession— British 
military possession—and was Under the jurisdiction 
of Briush law. Well, and what did our sensitive 
executive say to that? ‘ We are negotiating about 
it.” Negotiating about what?) Why were not our 
rights to Oregon vindicated? Why was it that pos- 
session was not taken of i? This was an inquiry 
which had gone out from the people; and the an- 
swer was, ‘we are negotiating.” 

Mr: DUNCAN. And have been for the last 
thirty years. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Yes; and have been for 
the last thirty years; and the negotiations may thus 
be spun out to eternity. Was not the territory our 
own? And yet it was still being “negotiated” for; 
while for Texas, which is in the enjeyment of a 
free government, and her people under the pro- 
tection of a constitution and constitutional laws, 
this fever heat is got up. Why was there this dif- 
ference? Oh! in relation to Mexico we were very 
valiant; but when we came to speak of a question 
pending between us and the British lion, the admin- 
istration “roars as gently as a sucking dove.” 
{[Laughter.} He asked why this was so? He 
asked the country—he asked the people—if it was 
because Oregon was likely to be settled by farmers, 
while Texas was to be settled by planters? Was 
that the reason? Whatever it might be, he expected 
no change for the better while the “negotiations” 
venainal under their present auspices. That was 
his opinion, and they might take it for what it was 
worth. 

But he complained of the haste with which this 
committee had acted. There might be some men 
(perhaps in this committee) gifted with extraordi- 
nary instinct, who were able to decide great ques- 
tions by intuition. He laid no claim to such a power 
as this; and as the organ of this House, he had ex- 
peeted from the investigation of this committee that 
presentation of facts and statistics, official and relia- 
able, of which they were so strikingly ignorant. 
Here was a proposition to assume the debt of Texas; 
he wanted to know much that debt was. Many of 
us—all of us (speaking of my party relations) have 
disclaimed and argued zealously, some of us élo- 

uently, said Mr. B., against the assamption of 

tate Lien all of us have taken that position; it has 
become a primary articlegg our creed; we have 
contended that such an ption of the debts of 
the States of this Union is unconstitutional. He 
wanted to know how, then, if it were unconstitu- 
tional to assume the domestic debt of a State, now 
in the Union—why it was constititional to assume 
the debts of a foreign State? Above all, he wanted 
to know the extent of the burden they were called 
on to assume. The State of Ohio was already 
burdened with a heavy debt; but it paid that debt, 
and it was for the very reasom that they did pag 
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thei debt, that they objected to the assumption of a 
still greater burden. It would do for gentlemen 
whose States were disgraced with repudiation— 
whose States were disgraced with the folly which 
they had exhibited oF lias contracted debts they 
could not pay—to go, ad infinitum, to the assump- 
tion of other debts. It was often said that no man 
was so independent as the pauper on the town. 
[Laughter.] 

The committee did not tell them the amount of the 
debts. He did not believe Texas knew herself; she 
had labored under great financial embarrassments, 
and had been obliged to resort to every measure for 
the purpose of raising means. Her seat of govern- 
ment had been like the Arab’s tent—here to-day 
and there to-morrow; and what was the amount of 
her debt—what was the amount of her unappropria- 
ted lands, neither the committee told them, nor did 
he believe ‘Texas herself knew. We did know— it 
was a matter of public notoriety—that old Spain 
had granted lands there; that old France—that Mex- 
ico had granted lands there, and that ‘Texas has 
been granting lands with a lavish hand, and that of 
necessily. 

He objected to the assumption of the debt. 
Gentlemen might tell them that the lands of Texas 
would pay all her debt. How did they know it? 
They told them that we limited the amount ofas- 
sumption. I tell you (said Mr. B.) we cannot do 
it, i; you take her lands, her resources, the 
amount of assumption is only limited by the amount 
of debt. We would be bound by every considera- 
tion of morality and of honor to pay the whole of 
debt; and he therefore preferred the proposition to 
admit Texas as a State, preserving her identity, 
leaving her public debt, aa her public lands to pay 
that debt. He would vote for no proposition that 
did not embody that principle. He was willing to 

nt the further means from her custom-houses. 

fe would give her all her resources to pay her 

debts; but he would never take either, until one bal- 
anced the other. 

Gentlemen had some of them proclaimed that 
this was a great national question. He denied it. 
{twas no such thing. It isin your power(said 
Mr. B.) to make it so if you will; ak when you 
have made it so, I will vote for it; but till then, 
never. It was not anational question. It wasa 
sectional question. It was a southern question; 
hatched and got up as a southern question, for 
the benefitof the South; for the strengthening of 
her institutions; for the promotion of her pow- 
er; for her benefit; for the advancement of 
her influence. His people agreed with him on 
this subject; and he ventured to say, if any gen- 
tleman on this floor possessed the attribute of om- 
niscience, and could look into the secret recesses 
of every northern heart, they would say that their 
constituents coincided with him in this position; 
they were willing to abide by the constitution, and 
its compromises; but they were not willing “to ex- 
tend the area of freedom” by such means, giv- 
ing advantages to one portion of the Union, 
without counterbalancing advantages to the oth- 
er. If you want Texas to be as you declare 
it, (said Mr. B.,) a great national question, shape 
it, and make it so; and, my word for it, you 
shall have ‘Texas to-morrow. Some gentlemen 
south of Mason’s and Dixon's line, he was very 
well aware, did not like the candor of their south- 
ern brethren who called it a southern question, and 
therefore they had baptized it as a great national 
question. ‘A rose by any other name would smell 
as sweet,” somebody had said; and in his opinion a 
skunk by any other name would smell as bad; it was a 
southern question; a slavery question; and however 
they might baptize it, and rebaptize it, the essence 
of the animal would remain the same. 

There were many arguments advanced in favor of 
the annexation of Texas. One was, that, unless we 
annex it, itwould become a dependency of Great 
Britain. His humble opinion was that that argument 
was got up for the occasion, as a bugbear, for the 
purpose of freightening the timid, and for deceiving 
the credulous. He allowed it no weight in his 
mind whatever. 

The next argument"Was that generally called the 
military argument—that it was necessary to have 
‘Texas in order to make a suceeasful defence of New 
Orleans if attacked, and to defend and keep open 
the mouth of the Mississippi river. Phrenologists who 
had examined his head, had said he was not defi- 
cient in veneration; but, great as was his veneration 
for those names who had spoken on this question 
and had put forth this argument, he must say he con- 
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sidered it no better than that insect usually denomi- 
nated ahumbug. Gentlemen need not give them- 
selves any trouble about the opening the Mississippi 
river; I tell you (said Mr. B) the people of the 
upper Mississippi will always keep that open; and if 
you do not Lelieve it, let any one, foreign or domes- 
tic, undertake to shut it. 

The third argument was, that it was desirable to 
have Texas for the benefit of free trade with its 
future inhabitants. There was weight in that argu- 
ment, in his estimation—great weight; and for that 
reason he desired ‘Texas, if it could be brought in 
on honerable, fair, and equal terms. 

The fourth argument was, that we would have to 
annex Texas in order to preserve in our hands a 
monopoly of the production of cotton—the :aw ma- 
terial of the manufactures of the world—and thus 
hold in dependence upon us the manufacturing na- 
tions of the world, and compel them to cultivate 
with us amicable relations, or, by nares their 
supplies, their spindles and their looms should cease 
their operations, and their people starve. There was 
great weight in that argument; and therefore he de- 
sired Texas, if it could be acquired on fair, equal, 
honorable terms to all sections of this Union—as a 
national measure for the national advantage, and not 
as a sectional measure for sectional advantage. 

But the last argument, and the one which, perhaps, 
from the peculiar constitution of his mind, was great- 
er with him than other, was the acquisition of so ex- 
tensive and valuable a territory as ‘Texas as a home 
for our posterity, as the theatre for our enterprise 
and industry. ‘That, in his opinion, was the great 
advantage of the acquisition of Texas. Thus were 
members on this floor, not a few who, like himself, 
knew the advantages of having a ‘*West” to go to, 
where they were forced from many of the embarrass- 
ing circumstances, from family influences, from 
associated wealth, and from those thousand things 
which, in the old settled country, had the tendency 
of keeping down the efforts and enterprise of our 
young men. Therefore he desired Texas. 

Now, the only remaining question was, whether 
they of the North should have their share of it. 
Let southern gentlemen answer this question in the 
affirmative, and Texas we should have now; let 
them answer in the negative, and his vote should 
never sanction it—never. Make it all a slave terri- 
tory, and they virtually excluded them—excluded 
northern immigration from it; their sons and their 
young men would not go and plough, and dig, and 
chop, and grub by the side of the negroes of the 
South. They could not ask—they would not ask 
itof them. Exclude slavery from half of that terri- 
tory, and they of the North could have their share 
of the benefits of that country. Was it not right, 
just, and equitable? If we assumed the debt of 

exas, did not they of the North pay more 
than half of it? And if we were sieaheadl. on 
this account, in a war with Mexico or with 
England, would not they have to fight in it 
as well as their southern brethren? He referred to 
the appeals made on the part of gentlemen from the 
South, who were friends of annexation, to gen- 
erosity, to nationality of feeling. Look at the po- 
sition (said he) that gentlemen occupy here. They 
overflow with generosity; and what do they ask? 
The whele. We are narrow, selfish, confined m 
our views; and what do we ask? One-half. 
[Laughter.} Was it not ridiculous? Was it not 
degrading to northern representatives? His colleague 
(Mr. Dean} had had his fling, too, at the North—at 
the Yankee land. Now Mr. B. had not the honor 
of it, but he believed his colleague had the honor of 
being by birth and by education a Yankee. [Laugh- 
ter.] Of course he was at liberty to deride them as 
much as he had a mind to! 

Mr. DEAN rose, amid much merriment of the 


House, and (Mr. Brinxernorr yielding the floor) ° 


said he did not know why the gentleman placed him 
in a false position for the purpose of making a 
fling atany remarks he had made. I am not a 
Yankee by birth. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he most cheerfully 
recalled his remark if he was in error. 

Mr. DEAN said he was not the man to reflect 
on his native country or native State. His re- 
marks in regard to the eastern people had been in 
answer to the remarks of the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. C. B. Smitn,] who had sought to por- 
tray them and their character in a light he believed 
they did not deserve. So far as the gentleman con- 
fined his remarks to the gallant conduct of the heroes 
of the revolution springing from Massachusetts, Mr. 
D. cordially sqneea with him. It was only when 








he came down to the conduct of her degraded sons 
that he objected to it. He himself had referred to 
that conduct during the last war, as Hartford con. 
ventionists, &c, and to this, he could only al. 
lude in terms of deep indignation. : 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF resuming, said if he had 
misunderstood his colleague, he most cheerfully 
withdrew anything he had said. Ee had had no idea 
of giving him offence. 

Mr. B. contended that, if Texas was to be admit. 
ted, it should not be done without settling, in the 
first instance, how much of the territory was to be 
kept for free States, and how much for slave States. 
The only safety for the North was to settle the 
matter beforehand by law, and then there would not 
be any future controversy on the subject; but the 
settlements would be formed in the different por- 
tions of the territory in reference to the condition 
they are to maintain in regard to negro slavery, or 
the exclusion of it. If Texas should now be an- 
nexed without any conditions, the gentlemen of the 
South would hereafter claim that the whole territory 
should be admitted as slave States, and, pointing to 
the debates in Congress, and the diplomatic corres- 
pondence of the Secretary of State, say that it was 
annexed to the Union expressly for the purpose 
of continuing there the institution of slavery. 


We have (said he) been taunted on this floor with 
having been able to have but one presidential term 
for any President elected from the North, either fed- 
eral or democratic; and it was well, said he, to re. 
mind us of this fact; for some of us might have re- 
lapsed into independence of thought and action, if 
we had not heard the sound of the whip. Some of 
us might have forgotten the sacrifice of one of the 
best and purest men that ever lived. We have been 
told to consult the honor and interests of the coun- 
try in our action on this measure, and we will obey; 
but it will not be by voting for your intensely self- 
ish scheme of annexation. Other gentlemen might 
do as they pleased; but he, for one, “‘had rather be 
a dog, and bay the moon,” than vote for it on such 
terms. 


Mr. CHAPPELL observed that there were some 
in this House whe in their inmost souls had felt this 
to bea national question. There were those who 
would gladly have preserved it from the taint of sec- 
tional feelings and sectional mterests; and as a 
southern man, he took it upon himself to say that 
such was the paramount feeling of southern gentle- 
men on this floor; and such would continue to be 
their feelings, whatever assaults might be made on 
them from the other side. We of the South, said he, 
whenever a question assumes a sectional character, 
know and feel that we are the weaker party, and 
that we never can carry a point in this House by 
appealing to such feelings and interests. As men of 
sense, therefore, if not as patriots, they would eschew, 
on every occasion in which it could be avoided, any 
reference to them. It might be well for the gentleman 
from Ohio, whenever he could do so, to raise a section- 
al feeling, and to make it subservient to his views; 
but if we, said he, touch such a chord, we have lost all 
hope. Were not these considerations, on their very 
face,enough to disprove the charges made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, that the southern members 
were influenced by sectional feelings and sectional 
interests in pressing this measure? But on what 
ground did the gentleman make the charge? Why, 
that the South had so much en: that on 
a question in which the whole Union was concern- 
ed, she claimed the whole of Texas; while he had 
so much generosity that he would be content with 
half. Was thatthe state of the case? Would any 
man, holding such sectional views as the gentleman 
avowed, be content with an equal devision of Texas 
into slaveholding and non-slaveholging States? 

For the purpose of showing the injustice of the 
charge made by the gentleman, he would beg leave 
to call the attention of the committee to the origin 
of the division of the territory ef the United States 
into slaveholding and non-slaveho!ding States. 
What State wes it that gave to the federal govern- 
ment that vast and rich territory northwest of the 
Ohio? It was the State of Virginia, a slaveholding 
State; and upon that noble and generous donation 
the celebrated ordinance of 1787 was passed, which 
forever excluded slavery from that whole territory 
—forever excluded the sons and daughters of Vir- 
ginia from participating in the benefits of that grant 
without giving up the patrimony received from their 
fathers, and relinquishing the habits of life in which 
they had been*brought up. Where were the self- 
ishness and sectional feelings of the South when 
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Virginia made this priceless grant to the federal 
government? 

Mr. C. then referred to the Missouri compromise, 
by which much the largest and most valuable por- 
tion of the Louisiana purchase was given to the non- 
slaveholding interest; and that, too, was just after 
Texas, the most valuable of the southern portion of 
the territory, had been ceded to Spain by a northern 
Secretary of State. The charge, therefore, made 
against the South, of being sectional or selfish in this 
matter, was like the baseless fabric of a vision. Mr. 
C. then entreated gentlemen to consider this asa 
great national question, in which the whole Union 
wasalike interested. 


Did gentlemen look back to events? If they did, 
had they forgotten that the transfer of Norway to 
the King of Sweden by the fiat of that king and the 
Emperor of Russia was as a compensation for Fin- 
land? How did France herself get Louisiana from 
Spain? Was it not by giving the dukedom of Tus- 
cany asa settlement for the son-in-law of the King 
of Spain? Why, it seemed to him that gentlemen 
had lost the lights, or at least the beneficial instruc- 
tions of history, when they appealed to those stand- 
ards of political morality which have always existed 
in Europe, as aruleto try this case by. Yes, the 
kings and cabinets to whom they hesitated not to ap- 
peal, had themselves made their people the subjects of 
transfer—yes, both people and entire provinces. But 
ifthey cross the Atlantic, who dared to disregard the 
old and time-honored institution of monarchy—if two 
republics in the New World came together by a 
free and voluntary union, all the orders of despotism 
in the world cry aloud against the atrocity of the 
deed, and denounce it as the great political felony 
ofthe age. It seemed to him, however, that the 
people of this country must be the keepers of their 
own honor. 


What, then, was proposed in this case? 
Was a free and voluntary union of two coun- 
tries to take place—countries, according to the 
law of nations, having the right and the 
power to dispose of themselves? Could gen- 
tlemen say there was ought in this to tarnish the 
national honor? They must decide this question 
apart from any views advanced, or any complexion 
attempted to be stamped upon it by the powers of 
the Old World. They must make it an American 
question, and decide it on American principles. But 
what then was the state of the question, so far as 
Mexico was concerned? Did gentlemen mean to 
say that Texas was the property of Mexico? Did 
gentlemen mean to say that, by the law of nations, 
and in the face of the acknowledgment of our own, 
as well as other governments, Texas, at this 
time, was a province or dependence of Mexico? It 
was not necessary to decide now whether Tex- 
as had the right to be what we had acknowl- 
edged her to be—a free and independent coun- 
try; but how stood the matter in regard to 
Mexico, in case we should lend Texas a helping 
hand in her contest with Mexico? According to the 
law of nations, under which we ourselves received 
and from the beneficent hand of a foreign kingdom, 
in our struggle for independence, no wrong would 
be done to Mexico. The honor of the United 
States—our fair fame in the wide world and in all 
future time, it appeared by the remarks of some gen- 
tlemen, was to be tarnished if we take Texas to 
our bosom with her own assent; and this tarnishing 
of our honor was to flow out of a wrong we were 
to inflict on Mexico. Now, he asked again, had 
gentlemen forgotten, or did they disregard the lights 
of er which were reflected by our own govern- 
ment? France embraced our quarrel when it hung 
undecided and doubtful: yes, we owe our deliver- 
ance—we owe all the grandeur, and glory, and lib- 
erty of which we boast, to the part acted by France 
for us; and did gentlemen mean to denounce that as 
an ignominous tarnishing of the honor of France? 


He pursued this argument at great length, and 
uoted Vattel to establish the position assumed, 
that, in such a case, wrong would not be done to 
Mexico. He also Soatindad that it was not neces- 
Sary to wait for the further expression of the will of 
the people. If Mr. Jefferson had waited, the ac- 
sition of Louisiana would have been lost. Refer 
18 question to the people, and what more would 
they decide than they had decided at the last elec- 
tion? Were the people in their elections to decide 
all the details of such legislation? Was it not 
enough if they announced their will in tones suffi- 
ciently loud and clear to be heard and understood? 
Those who waited for more distinct commands— 


for more detailed instruction from the people— 
would weit and wait until they would lose city de- 
lay. He referred to the fact, that when Florida was 
acquired for this country, (by the same act of di- 
plomacy by which we Jost ‘Texas,) there was no 
delay to obtain the sense of the people before nego- 
tiating for it; and he further urged, with earnest- 
ness, that the representatives of the people, in this 
instance, were fully and distinctly instructed by the 
people on this point, and that it became them, as 
faithful servants of the people, to act immediatel y— 
not to postpone till the voice of the people could 
again be heard, or till the meeting of the next Con- 
gress, as the golden opportunity might tken be lost 
forever. 

Mr. C. was further proceeding, when his remarks 
were terminated by the expiration of the hour. 

Mr. HOLMES obtained the floor; and on his 
motion the committee rose and reported progress. 

On motion of Mr. SCHENC 


The House adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions, presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. BENTON: The petition of Davis Hawkins, of 
Newport, New York, asking arrearages of pension: referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr.OWEN: The petition of Lucretia Foote fora pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of William Pettee, jr., 
and 155 others, citizens of Massachusetts, tor a light-house 
at the entrance of Kennebunk harbor, in the State of Maine: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DANA: The petition of 70 inhabitants of El- 
bridge, Onondaga county, New York, asking the reduction 
of letter postage to 3 cents for 500 miles and6 centsfora 
greater distance: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BAYLY: The petition of William R. Jaynes, with 
additional testimony, praying fora pension: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, 
New York, for an appropriation fora sea wall to protect 
Buftalo harbor. 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petitions from citizens of 
Pennsylvania and Ohio, praying tora mail route from Wash- 
ington, Pennsylvania, to Cleveland, in the State of Ohio, 
via Wellsville: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. The petition from 380 citizens of 
Pennsylvania and Chio, praying for a mail route from 
Washington, Pennsylvania, to Cleveland, Ohio, via Wells- 
ville: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Stephen Sewall 
and i7 others, of Winthrop, Maine, against annexation of 
Texas as slave-holding territory. The petition of Nathan- 
iel Lyford, of Kast Livermore, Maine, for a pension. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: The remonstrance of J.C. Ells- 
worth and 55 others, citizens of Greensboro, Vermont, 
against the annexation of Texas as slave territory to the 
Union. The remonstance ef E.W. Cross, and 23 others, 
citizens of Duxbury, Vermont, against the annexation of 
Texas as slave territory to this Union. The memorial of C. 
J. Childs and 54 others, “maids and matrons” of Washing- 
ton county, Vermont, against annexation of Texas as slave 
territory to the United States. 

By Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN: The petition of Eli Peterson, 
of the county of Montgomery, State of Virginia, praying for 
bounty land; which was referred to the Committee on Rey- 
olutionary Claims. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition from citizens of 
Brownville, New York, praying a reduction of postage to 
five cents on all letters not exceeding half an ounce in 
weight: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of James Southgate 
and 24 others, of Bridgewater, Vermont, against the annex- 
ation of Texas. The petition of Joseph Eaton and 49 others, 
of Plymouth, Vermont, against the annexation of Texts. 
The petition of Silas Waterman, for a pension. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Henry Nealy for a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: Three petitions of similer 
import, signed hy Samuel Ziegler, Jesse Showalter, Martin 
Boarman, and 143 others, citizens of Lancaster and Berks 
counties, in Pennsylvania, praying Congress to establish a 
mail route from New Holland, in Lancaster county, to Read- 
ing, in Berks county. 

By Mr. STILES: The memorial of the merchants, traders, 
and other citizens of Savannah, Georgia, praying an appro- 
priation by Congress for the erection or purchase of cus- 
tom house buildings in said city: referredto the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHCENIX: The petition from persons navigating 
the Hudson river, for a light-house on Teller’s Point. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Ann Gardner, widow 
of Francis Gardner, late a gunner in the service of the 
navy of the United States, praying for a pension: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of H. Safford and 73 
others, citizens of Muskingham county, Ohio, remonstra- 
ting againstfthe annexation of Texas. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of James Williams, pray- 
ing for compensation for services and expenses in arrest- 
ing a deserter from the United States army in 1814. The 
petition of Wm. Culver, praying for remuneration for ex- 
tra services in constructing the custom-house at New Lon- 
don, Connecticut: referred to the Committee of Claims. 





The following is the joint resolution reported on 
Saturday by Mr. Parmenter, chairman of the 
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Committee on Naval Affairs, and passed by the 
House of Representatives: 


Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Navy, with the advice and consent of the 
President, may establish regulations fixing the relative rank, 
and defining the privileges belonging thereto, of surgeons, 
pursers, chaplains, professors of mathematics, and the as 
sistants of said grades; which regulations may be altered 
and amended, from time to time, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, with the advice and congent of the President, as the 
good of the naval service may require. 

Provided, That such assimilated rank shall not, in any 
case, be construed to increase the pay of any officer. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 14, 1845. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting tabular statements prepared by the 
Register of the Treasury, exhibiting the articles of 
merchandise imported during the year ending the 
30th June, 1844, the duty of which exceeds 35 per 
centum on the average wholesale market value of 
said articles; which was ordered to lie on the tabie, 
and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report from the officer in charge 
of the ordnance bureau. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of Treasury, reporting to the Senate, 
in compliance with resolution, a statement of the 
receipts and expenditures for the months of Novem- 
ber and December last, as nearly as they can now 
be ascertained; from which itappears that, for the 
month of November, the receipts exceeded the ex- 
penditures by the sum of $113,420 34; and in the 
month of December, the expenditures exceeded the 
receipts by the sum of $548,964 12. 


November. 
Receipts - $1,468,000 00 
Expenditures, 1,254,579 66 


$113,420 34 


Total. 
$2,733,200 00 
3,168,743 78 


December. 


$1,265,200 00 
1,814,164 12 


$548,964 12 





$435,543 78 


Making, in the two months, the current expendi- 
ures to exceed the receipts by the sum of $435,- 
543 78. c 

The expenditures, during the same period, for the 
redemption and interest of treasury notes and public 
debt, were 


November. December. Total. 
Redemption, $158,910 64 $92,262 40 $251,203 Ge 
Interest, 4,401 19 426,595 97 430,997 16 


$163,311 83 $518,888 37 $542,200 20 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a petition from B. F. 
Haskell and 331 ether inhabitants of Cornwall, Ver- 
mont, remonstrating against the annexation of Tex- 
as, or any other state, as a stave State, to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. BATES presented a memorial from Nathan- 
iel Goddard snd others, owners of the ship Ariadne 
and cargo, which was captured during the last war, 
and condemned by the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States for having a British license, and sold, 
praying that the proceeds of the confiscation may 
ye remitted to them: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON, on leave, introduced a bill sup- 
oe to the act to authorize the Secretary of 

tate to liquidate certain land claims therein mention- 
ed, passed April, 1814; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill for the relief of Joseph Ram- 
say. He remarked thatthe committee found that 
there was noclaim on which any legal question 
arises; it was a case which rather appealed to the 
benevolence of Congress. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the bill was refer- 
red to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER introduced, on leave, a bill for the 
relief of John Woolley; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Conggaittee on Pensions. 

Also introduced 4 leave, a bill to incorporate the 
Orphan Asylum and Female Free school of Alex- 
andria, in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from the 
heirs of Nathaniel Ashley, of Kentucky, praying 
for compensation for his services in the revolution- 
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ary war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a preamble and resolu- 
tion adopted by the general assembly of Ohio, in- 
structing the senators and requesting the represent- 
atives from that State to use their exertions to pro- 
cure the passage of a law to confirm the titles to 
certain lots in the town of Perrysburg, Wood 
county, Ohio: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, on leave, introduced a joint resolution for 
the distribution of the works on the exploring ex- 

dition; which was twice read, and referred to the 

oint Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NILES presented a petition from John Rus- 
sell, preying for an amendment to the laws granting 
bounty lands to the efficers and soldiers of the rev- 
elutionary army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the appointment 
of assistant surgeons and assistant pursers to the 
navy which was read, and ordered to a second 
peading. 

Mr. DICKINSON introduced, on leave, a bill 
entitled an act providing for appeals in cases of 
bankruptcy; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate procure 
twelve hundred additional copies of the report of J. N. Nic- 
ollet, which was ordered to be printed on the 10th of Febru- 
ary, 1841; end also that he cause to be printed from the cap- 
per plate belonging to the Senate, the same number of copies 
of the hydrographical basin of the Upper Mississippi river, 
accompanying the said report; two hundred copies of which 
said report and map to be for the use of the Topographical 
bureau, under whose direction they were prepared. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rules, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing and 
requiring the judge of the district court of the United States 
for the district of Arkansas, to hold two terms of the said 
eourtin each year at Van Buren, in Crawford county, in 
said State; and also of extending the jurisdiction of said 
court over the adjacent Indian lands, in all cases. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill—title not heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
showing the number, names, and compensation of the 
clerks and messengers employed therein; which, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
to organize a company of sappers, miners, and pon- 
toniers. : 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Woovsvrr yesterday, was taken up and agreed to, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before the Senate a schedule of the articles in table 
E annexed to his annual report at this session, with the 
rates ad valorem to which the duty on them amounted, that 
was actually paid by the importers. 

The resolution submited by Mr. Jounson yester- 
day was taken up for consideration, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act 
further to regulate the costsand fees accruing in suits and 

rosecutions inthe district and circuit courts of the United 
ates forthe State of Louisiana. 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted a few remarks show- 
ing the enormous fees which are required to be paid 
in the United States courts in Louisiana, which, in 
some cases, exceed the amount involved in the suit. 
He alluded to the circumstance” of the subject hav- 
ing at the Jast session been before the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which failed to make any report 
thereon. He appealed to the committee to take the 
matter into their early consideration. 

Mr. DAYTON remarked that the reason why 
the committee did not report upon the subject last 
session was, that no facts had been laid before them 
upon which to base a report. And should the reso- 
lution pass without some facts being referred to the 
committee as the basis of € action, no report 
could be expected from them this session. 

Mr. JOHNSON said some information as to the 
enormity of these fees would be laid before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON also made some remarks 
showing that the committee should report a bill, ofa 


neral character, conforming the fees in the United 

tates courts to the fees paid in the State courts. 

Mr. JOHNSON, on this suggestion, modified his 
resolution so as to make the inquiry general; and it 
was adopted. 

Mr. WoopBuRY, on leave, reported a bill for 
the relief of David Currier; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Miles Kin 
and _ assignees was read the third time an 

ssed. 

The bill to increase the pay of certain officers of 
the revenue-cutier service while serving in the navy 
of the United States, came up in order, but was 
passed over og met : 

On moticn by Mr. MERRICK, it was 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
communicate to the Senate any information in his posses- 
sion relative to the establishment of a private express now 
running between Ne-v York and New Orleans for the trans- 
»ortution of mailable matter, and whether, under existing 
aws, the Post Office Department have the power of coprect- 
ing this evil; and if no authority for the correction of said 
evil now exists, that he further communicate to the Senate 
his views as to the proper legislative provisions to be made 
upon the subject. 


On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the vote 
concurring in the adverse report of the Committee 
on Military Affairs in the case of General John 
Stockton, was reconsidered, and the subject was re- 
committed to that committee. 


RENEWAL OF WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 


The Senate bill entitled ‘‘a bill renewing certain 
pensions for the term of five years,” being the next 
thing for consideration on the general orders, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

It provides that the pensions for five years here- 
tofore granted out of the naval pension fund to the 
widows of officers, seamen, and marines, who have 
been killed or who have died by reason of a wound 
received in the line of their duty, or in consequence 
of casualty by drowning or otherwise, or injury re- 
ceived in the line of their duty, and which pensions 
have ceased from the expiration of the period for 
which they were originally granted, or subsequent- 
ly renewed, shall be continued for another period of 

ve years to such of the said widows as have re- 
mained unmarried; but to cease on death or mar- 
riage. 

Mr. CHOATE moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting the words ‘‘by reason of disease contracted, 
or,” which would extend the renewal of their pen- 
sions to the widows of officers, seamen, and marines 
who died in consequence of having periled their 
lives in the service in various ways important to the 
country. Having explained himself so fully last 
session, when, on his motion, this amendment was 
adopted by the Senate on the bill then under discus- 
sion, he deemed it unnecessary to trouble the Senate 
with a repetition of his views, believing there would 
be no dissent. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested the proper place in the 
bill for the amendment. By striking out the words 
in consequence, and inserting by reason of discase con- 
tracted, or, the senator's object would be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. CHOATE assented to the suggestion. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired if this bill would not in 
effect revive an act which was repealed a few years 
back, after long debate, and mature consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD replied that the bill renewed only 
pensions of widows who have heretofore enjoyed 
pensions, but provision for which was omitted in 
the bill or joint resolution lately passed in the Sen- 
ate consolidating pensions. Its operatioa would be 
retrospective altogether, and it would give no en- 
couragement to the extension of the pension system 
hereafter. These widows received pensions under 
acts prior to the acts of 1837. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired what amount of money 
the bill would appropriate. 

Mr. BAYARD spoke from recollection when he 
raid he thought it could not be more than twenty or 
thirty thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. CHOATE had made inquiry on that point 
at the department, and was there assured it would 
not exceed §30,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, for reasons which he had 
fully explained last session, should vote not only 
against the amendment, but against the bill. The 
measure involved an invidious distinction between 
one branch of the public service and another not 
less meritorious. ‘This distinction was unjust and 
— and on these grounds he should oppose 
the bil. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Cuoarp’; 
amendment; and it was adopted. 

_Mr. BAYARD moved two verbal amendments 
viz: to improve the phraseology by leaving out the 
word from, in the 9th line, an substituting in conse. 
quence of, and by inserting after or, in the 10th line 
for which they; both of which were adopted. F 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

On the —_ of engrossment, 

Mr. HENDERSON called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time—yeas 31, nays 12, as follows: 


YF AS—Messrs. Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard 
Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Dickinson, Evans, Fairfield 
Foster of New York, Foster of Tennessee, Francis, Hanne. 
gan, Hager, Huntington, — , Johnson, Merrick, Miller 
Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons’ 
Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—31. r 

NA YS_-Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Breese 
Clayton, Haywood, Henderson, Semple, Sevier, Tappan, 
and Woodbury—12. F 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, pursuant to notice hereto. 
fore _ asked and obtained leave to introduce 
the following bill, which was read by its title twice 
with a view to reference: 


Billto provide for the annexation of Texas to the United 
States, and to restore the ancient limits of the republic. 


Be it eiacted by the Senate and House of Representa. 
tives of the United States of America in Cengress assem 
bled, ‘That from and immediately after the date of the 
final adoption of the compact which shall be made by 
the supreme authorities of the United States end the sj 
preme authorities of the republic of Texas for ceding and 
annexing the territories of the said last mentioned repub.- 
lic unto the United States of America, the ordinance passed 
on the 13th July, 1787, and entitled “‘An ordinance for the 
government of the territory of the United States northwest 
of the river Ohio,” shall be, and it is hereby, extended over, 
applied to, and re-enacted, as to the whole of the territory 
which shall be ceded or annexed as aforesaid; and it shail 
be the duty of the President of the United States to execute 
the same in each of the districts created therein, according 
to the constitution and laws of the United States. And the 
the said ordinance, mutatis mutandis, shall be and remain as 
articles ofcompact between the United States and the peo- 
ple thereof and of the said territory, to be ceded and annex- 
ed as aforesaid, and of each district theeof, and the prople 
of the said territory and districts, unalterable unless by 
common consent, asthe same was heretofore declared to 
be the articles of compact between the United States and 
the people thereof, and the said northwest territory and 
the people thereof; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, alterations, limitations, and restrictions, to be en- 
grafted in the said compact of annexation and cession ac- 
cording to their substance, as the said compact may here. 
after be formed and adopted by the supreme authorities of 
the United States and the republic of Texas, to wit: 

First: The said compact of cession and annexation, when 
made as aforesaid, to provide for making all the territories 
ceded and annexed to the United States subject to the consti- 
tution of the United States;and to such alterations as shall 
be lawfully made therein, and to all the acts and ordinanges 
of the United States in Congress assembled, conformable to 
the is constitution nowin force, or hereafter to be en- 
acted, 

Second. The said compact of cession and annexation, when 
made, to provide further for the a division of said territory 
into two parts or districts, by a line to be agreed for, and 
running as near as may be from east to west along the 34th 
degree of north latitude; and all the territory lying onthe 
south of said line shall be one territory, to be known and 
called by the name of “‘The Southern Territory of the 
United States,” and all the territory lying on the 
north of said line shall be added to the whole of the 
lands belonging tothe United States, adjoining the said 
upper and northern part of Texas, and which are 
south of the 42d degree of north latitude, and these to be 
another territory to be known and called by the name of 
“The Territory of Nebraska:” Provided, That nothing here- 
in contained shall be so construed as to impair, annul, or in 
any manner to interfere with the rights of Indians, or the 
existing obligations ef the United States toany Indian tribe 
whatsoever. 

Third. The said compact of cession and annexation, when 
made as aforesaid, to provide further for the future forma- 
tion in said territories of at least two States, and if more 
than two, then of four States, and if more than four, then of 
six States, to be hereafter admitted into the United States of 
America. But one half of the number of States so to be 
formed, shall be situate in the said Territory of Nebraska, 
and the other half of the number of said States so to be form- 
ed to be situate in the said Southern Territory of the United 
States. 

Fourth. The said compact of cession and annexation, 
when made as aforesaid, to provide further that the Sth sec: 
tion ofthe act passed bythe United States in Congress as- 
sembled, and approved 6th March, 1820, in the following 
words, commonly called the ‘Missouri compromise,” to 
wit: “Section 8, nd be it further enacted, That 
in all that territory ceded by France to the United States, 
under the name of Louisiana, which lies north of 36 degrees 
and 30 minutes north latitude, not included within tke limits 
of the State contemplated by this act, slavery and involun- 
tary servitude, otherwise than in the punishment of crimes, 
whereof the parties shall have been duly convicted, shall 
be, and is hereby, forever prohibited: Provided always, 
That any person eseaping into the same, from whom labor 
or service is lawfully claimed, in any State or Territory of 
the United States, such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed 
and conveyed tothe person claiming his orher lebor oF 








service as aforesaid,” shall be in full force, mutatis mutandis, 
whilst there is a territorial government over so much of the 
territories to be ceded and annexed to the United States as 
aforesaid as may be situate inthe Territory of Nebraska 
aforesaid, in lieu of, and as a substitute for, the article in the 
aforesaid ordinance of 1787, entitled “article 6;” but the said 
article 6th, and the said Sth section of the act approved 
6th March, 1520, shall neither be imposed upon.or in any 
manner be applied to, the rest of the territory to be ceded 
and annexed to the United States, nor to any portion there- 
of, nor to the Territories and States to be formed therein. 

Fifth. The said compact of cession and annexation, when 
made as aforesaid, to provide further that the people resi- 
ding or coming into that part of the Territory of Nebraska 
which shall be ceded to the United States by the compact 
of cession and annexation as aforesaid, shall not forfeit nor 
jose any of tue property recognised as such by the laws of 
Texas i force of said compact or ofthis act until a reason- 
able time has been allowed to them for removing the same, 
to be provided by said compact of cession or annexation. 

Sizth. The said compact of cession and annexation, when 
made as aforesaid, to provide further, as between the United 
States and the people thereof and the said republic of Texas 
and the people thereof, for a full, entire, absolute, and per- 
petual release and cession to the United States of all the 
right, title, possession, jurisdiction, empire, and domain of 
the said last-mentioned republic in, to,and over the whole 
territory of Texas, with its appurtenances, be the same 
more ot less, at such price, and upon such terms of pay- 
ment, and with such stipulations in addition as may be 
right and proper in respect thereto, and to all the other 
property, and in respect to the debts of the republic of Tex- 
as, according to what may be approved and finally sanction- 
ed by the supreme authorities of both nations. But 
so that all that part of the territory of Texas 
which was once ceded to the United States by the French 
Republic, under the name of Lovisiana, ~ the treaty be- 
tween the United States and said French Republic, signed 
at Paris, and dated S0th April, 1803, shall be retroceded and 
reannexedto the United States forever; and yet in such 
manner as will leave the United States at perfect liberty, 
without any breach of faith to Texas, or the people thereof, 
to settle, by negotiation or otherwise, at the discretion of 
the United States, with any other nation, (not a party to 
such compact,) any claim of jurisdiction with, in, and over 
any portionof the said territories which may happen to 
lie within the reputed boundaries of Louisiana, as ceded 
by the French republic in the treaty aforesaid, signed 30th 
April 1903; and also, at their discretion hereafter to set- 
tle, by negotiation or otherwise, the boundaries between 
the said republic of Texas and any ofher nation. The 
time andmanger of said negotiation and settlement to be 
determined upon by the lawful authority of the United 
States, without the intervention of Texas and the people 
thereof. 

Src.2. nd be it further enacted by the authority afore- 
said, That the said compact, when made, may provide 
further, by the mutual agreement of the supreme authorities 
of the United States and the republic of Texas, for all and 
every other matter or thing within their constitutional 
power, of andconcerning the premises,not in consistent with 
the spirit and true intent of the provisions hereby made for 
giving and declaring the legislative asseut to the same, and 
which may be properend necessary for restoring the an- 
cient limits of the United States, as they were claimed and 
avowed by the United States, after the aforesaid treaty with 
the French republic, signed 30th April, 1803. And the pub- 
lic faith of the nation is hereby pledged to enact such other 
and further laws as are or may be necessary and proper for 
executing the same without unreasonable delay: Provided, 
that nothing shall be required inconsistent with the power 
of the United States, nor in plain violation of the reason- 
able and just rights of other nations, to be judged of by the 
United States, nor adverse to the true meaning of this act. 

Src. 3. 4nd be it further enacted by the authority afore- 
said, That as soon as may be after the final adoption 
of any compact for the cessien or annexation of the 
Territories aforesaid to the Unjted States by the su- 
preme authorities of both nations, if any such com- 
pact is made and adopted as aforesaid, the President 
of the United shall nominate and appoint the officers, 
and cause the governments to be organized in the districts 
or territories aforesaid, according to the provisions of the 
ordinance of 1787 aforesaid, as modified by this act; and un- 
til that can be done conveniently, the whole of seid territo- 
ties shall be governed by such officers and such authority 
as may be agveed upon in the said compact between the re- 
public of Texas and the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States to issue his proclamation, and thereby to put into full 
force and effect the provisions of this actas soon as may be, 
after any compact of cession and annexation shall have Léon 
adopted by the supreme authorities of the United States 
and the supreme authorities of the republic of Texas. And 
this act shall from thenceforth take effect, without condi- 
tion, as upon the day that the provisions of such compact 
shall go into operation as the supreme law of the United 
States, and not before. 

Sec. 5 And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as 
to prevent the Congress of the United States from ‘‘admit- 
ting Texas as a new State into this Union,” during the pres- 
ent or any future session; nor from admitting as a new 
State, into this Union, any part of the territory of Texas; 
nor shallit be construed into any expression of assent or 
dissent to sucha law, noras the expression of an opinion 
as to the proper and constitutional mode of making the 
compact herein alluded to; but the same is left to the de- 
cision of the competent authorities of the United States, 
who may he called upon to propose or ratify the same in all 
respects as if this act had not passed. 


_Mr. MOREHEAD moved the reference of the 
bil to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Aftera few remarks from Mr. ARCHER in re- 
lation to an ye by Mr. Sevier as to the ex- 
pected report of the committee, in which Mr. A. 


int that the report would be prepared as soon 
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as it could be ascertained that all the intended pro- 
positiens of annexation were before Congress— 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and it was ordered to be printed. 

[A careful report of the remarks made by Messrs. 
Haywoop, Morsuean, and Arcner, on the in- 
troduction of this bill, is in preparation for im- 
mediate publication. ] 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 14, 1845. 


The journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved, 

On the motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of amending existing 
laws, so asto adopt, in the courts of the United States in 
Louisiana, the mode of proceeding in the courts of the said 
State in all civil cases, excepting those of admiralty jurisdiv- 
tion; and that they do report by bill or otherwise. 


On the motion of Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to 
authorize the courts having jurisdiction in questions ot 
bankruptcy on the bankrupt laws heretofore in existence, 
to appoicit new trustees in all cases where such appoint- 
ments may be rendered necessary by the death or resigna- 
tion of the former trustees anaieiol in virtue of the said 
bankrupt laws, and in cases where the estate in the hands of 
such trustees has not been fully settled. 


On the motion of Mr. HARPER, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Warbe requested to 
transmit to this House the papers in his office on the subject 
of the claim of Catharine Stevenson, of Knox county, Ohio, 
for a pension, and that said papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

STATISTICS OF TEXAS. 

On the motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 
municate to this House such information as he may possess, 
or may be able to procure, of the whole amount of the debt 
of Texas—the amount for which bond or scrip has been 
issued; and the present market value of such scrip or bond 
in Texas, in the United States, and in Europe—the amount 
in value of the exports from, and the imports into, Texas for 
the years 1843 and 1844, with the amount of revenue accru- 
ing and collected for the same years, with the expenditures 
for the same time; also the present population of Texas, dis- 
tinguishing in number between free and slaves; also the 
quantity, in acres of land, which it is supposed is covered 
by valid grants from the present and former governments of 
that country; and the estimated quantity in acres of good 
and arable land suitable for cultivation which remains 
ungranted within the undisputed and acknowledged limits 
of Texas as the same existed prior to the year 1834. 

Mr. ATKINSON rose and said he had received 
many communications from his constituents which 
he was unable to answer satisfactorily, and he de- 
sired to obtain such information as would enable 
him to do so. He alluded to the publication of the 
President’s message and the accompanying docu- 
ments, of which, at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, this House ordered 5,000 extra copies for the 
use of the members. His constituents wrote to him 
in relation to that document, but they had not yet 
been laid on their tables, nor could he say when 
they would be received; and he wished the proper 
authority in this House to inform h:m when he 
he might reasonably expect to receive thz copies, 
which his consistuents were anxious to see. 

[As it appears from the above, that no person 
gave to Mr. Atkinson the information which he de- 
sired, the proprietors of the Globe, who are the 
printers for the House of Representatives, think it 
due to the House and to themselves, that they 
should state why the President’s message and the 
accompanying documents have not been delivered. 

We printed copies of the President’s message and 
the accompanying documents, and sent one copy to 
each member of both Houses, in less than two weeks 
after the message was read in the House, which we 
believe was the shortest time in which the message 
and documents were ever printed and ‘delivered before. 
The extra copies are all printed; but are kept back 
fora map of the harbor of Memphis, Tennessee, 
which the Committee on re a the House 
have let out to the lowest bidder. We do not know 
who the lowest bidder is, nor when he has con- 
tracted to deliver the map. We will send the doc- 
uments to the House as soon as we reeeive the 
maps. 5 

We take this occasion to say, that the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the 
coast survey, and some other documents, we be- 
lieve, are in the same condition that the President’s 
message and the accompanying documents are in— 
that is, already printed, and waiting for the maps. 
Instead of our being behindhand with the co 
sional work, as some might be ,led to suppose, from 
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the fact that several documents have not been de- 
livered to the House, we may say that we are be- 
forehand with it; for many of our congressional 
hands have been out of work already, which we 
have never known to be the case before, so carly ina 
session.—THE PRINTERS FOR rue Hovse or Rer- 
RESENTATINES. ] 


Before any answer could be given, 


REANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. HAMMETT moved that the rules he sus- 
pended, that the House — resolve itself into 
Coramittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 

The motion was agreed to; and the House went 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Hopkins in the chair,) and resumed the 
c onsideration of the resolutions to reannex Texas to 
this Upion. 

Mr. HOLMES, who had the floor from yester- 
day, commenced with some remarks on the import- 
ance ef the question which now occupied the atten- 
tion of the committee. He said it was a national, 
and not a aectional question; and he begged distinct- 
ly to say to the committee that he was fully im- 
pressed with the truth that annexation or rejection 
was salvation or destruetion—to whom? To the north- 
ern Atlantic States, to New England, and to the man- 
ufacturing part of the community. He admitted 
also that its influence would be equally felt by the 
South. He would endeavor to make out this propo- 
sition, and show that the influence of annexation 
would be as wide as the scope of the different inter- 
ests of the confederacy. What had given the north- 
ern and eastern States the power which they now 
held? What did New England contribute to the 
world in the way of staples? She was destitute of 
any of those staples, the products of the soil, by 
which she could command the markets of Europe. 
What, then, was the talismanic influence by which 
she was enabled to hold her present position? He 
compared her to Palmyra of old. She had @ posi- 
tion which gave her the market of the whole of 
Europe, east and west; and the position of New Eng- 
land fied iven her the commercial power she wield- 
ed, and the wealth she possessed. He spoke at 
some length on this subject, and then contemplated 
the state of things as it might exist if England ob- 
tained a controlling influence in Texas as an inde- 
pendent nation, with the free admission of English 
manufactures in exchange for Texian products, thus 
diverting the current of that commerce which made 
New England what she was. He said Lord Aber- 
deen had admitted such to be the policy of Eng- 
land. 

And let me tell you now a fact, that the Red 
river, at the high floods which disembogues into the 
Mississippi, is united to the Trinity, a stream that 
empties itselfinto the Gulf of Mexico; and it re- 
quires but a small canal to unite these streams, and 
to convey the products of the West to the shores of 
the Gulf to be shipped as Texian produce to the mar- 
kets of Europe free of duty. Did they believe that 
the desire to conform to our restrictive laws was so 
deep and so strong in the hearts of their western 
brethren as to prevent them from availing themselves 
this advantage? Whence did they get their returns 
for the cotton, the lead, the tobacco, and the various 
articles of their productions? Did they not get them 
at Europe? Did they think the western people 
would be content to pay the merchants of Boston, 
the manufacturers of Lowell, the people of New 
York and Pennsylvania, forcloth sand cutlery 40, 50, 
or 100 per cent., when they could get this reciprocity 
convention? Let this scheme be carried out, and 
where was the prosperity of New England? Where 
the twelve millions of soli: raised, in a great meas- 
ure, from shoes? As Mr. Webster said, French 
shoes and British hats would quickly supersede 
those manufactured in this country, the moment 
they were admitted duty free? And would not the 
people of the West bay the latter, when they were 
to be procured cheaper? Who did not see that it 
directly struck at the prosperity of the East? 

What, then, was the condition of the southern 
Atlantic States? The South could not afford the 
expense of transport across the mountains from 
Texas. They then left with this reduced price 
of cotton, (because their cotton would sell in Eu- 
rope fur the lowest modicum priee, while Texas 


cotton got a superior pri 17 per cent. to nothing, ) 
must expect their he 1 the north; and ine, Gr 


this operation of necessity, they were complete! 
fleeced’ Was not thie inevitable? coe 

But what was the position of the West? (he spoke 
in the spirit of a statesman, if he was eapable of it, 
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and notin a confined sectarian view.) If the West 
found that Texas had these advantages, thought 
they the autocrat of Russia—that any power on 
earth could prevent them from availing themselves 
thereof ? Thought they the West would consent, 
extending rapidly as she was beyoud the mountains 
to the Pacific, to have her steps cramped in this Chi- 
nese shoe? Though they that she would not per- 
eeive her own interests, and at once demand an in- 
stant concession (and one which would never be 

ot back again) of our restrictive policy, and will 
find a new market and new relations? 

After some further remarks on this head, Mr. H. 
continued: If he had shown, as he thought he had, 
that in all the sections of this Union this question 
was one of direct interest, let him ask why the op- 
ponents of this great boon urged that it should be re- 
sisted? Reject 't, for this and this alone, (for there 
was no northern statesman or commercial man who 
did not see the advantage of it,) because it was said 
that the constitution prevented it. That instrument, 
which was intended to be a rigid rule or standard by 
which the measure of our virtue or rey was 
deduced, had become to the North a sliding scale, 
adapted to any want or exigency—to authorize or 
prohibit (as their interest required) any meas- 
ure propesed with. reference to the tariff, 
the concentration of labor, or whatever other 
subject. The constitution expressly said we might 
admit new States. That power was given in ex- 
tenso—in verbis; if there were any limitation upon it, 
it must be either in the words or in the nature of 
things. It was not in words; the only limitation up- 
on it in the text being the partition of States, or 
the junction of States, except upon the condition 
specified being complied with. But if he showed 
them that, at the time of the adoption of the consti- 
tution, it was contemplated that there should be an 
accession of néw States from foreign territory, then 
(he said) the absence of restriction was the assertion 
of the power. He stated then that Mr. Madison 
expressly declared, in his commentary on the consti- 
tution, before the constitution was adopted, (a work 
admitted as a true exponent of that instrument,) that 
the framers of the constitution contemplated the ac- 
cession of neighboring territory. But he had a 
manuscript that had never been published, from the 
writings of that great other commentator on the 
constitution, (Alexander Hamilton,) who said ina 
letter to General Washington, long before Florida 
was annexed, or Louisiana acquired, that we must 
remain ina position to take advantage of circum- 
stances; we must be prepared to acquire Florida, to 
annex Louisiana, and we must even wink further 
south. Then he thought the constitutional objec- 
tions on the only two grounds on which they could 
be made were invalid. 

But now he came to present an argument which 
had not been presented. He asserted (this was the 
proposition ) that Texas had a right to come into the 
confederacy of our States, with all the rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities of any part of this country; 
and he put it on the doctrine of post liminium, (he 
would not take the doctrine of remiiler, which had 
been brought forward by the chairman of the com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs,) which was, that when 
a country was dissevered from another country, 
and the country 8o dissevered, either by its own 
act or the act of its ally, extinguished the title of 
the conqueror, (or, if they pleased, of the assignee,) 
it resumed at once its possession (if it chose) in the 
family from which it was dissevered, and was enti- 
tled to all the rights, &c., before enjoyed. Now, 
to make this doctrine applicable to this case: Tex- 
as was a part of Louisiana. To deny this, was to 
run through a series of negatives upon every one of 
the assertions made by the functionaries of this 

overnment, from the honorable gentleman from 
ctedkesamtia down to the present time; to contra- 
vene the treaty of Ildefonso; and more—to negative 
our own act—to negative the treaty of 1819. If it 
had, by its own efforts, energy, and gallantry, dis- 
severed its relation with Mexico, growing up under 
the treaty of 1819, might it not,on the doctrine of 
post liminium, revert to us, and be clothed with all its 
former powers and privileges? In speaking of this 
treaty of 1819, Mr. H. said that treaty was not dis- 
honorable; under the circumstances, it was the best 
thing that could be done. He spoke this on the au- 
thority of Monroe; as would oppure when the 
writings of Mr. Monroe came to be disclosed. At 
that time Mr. Monroe saw the spirit of anti-slavery, 
small at first, no bigger than the palm of the hand, 
like the cloud of Samaria, but fraught with terrific 
consequences to the South; and with the sagacity of 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a statesman, he took the benefit of Florida, (lest it 
might be lost forever,) and trusted to the elasticity 
of our citizens, to the energy of the Texians, that 
they would wish to come back. That treaty of 
1819 was negotiated under an administration as vir- 
tuous as any of the government, with the approba- 
tion of those who knew best, and with the dissent- 
ing voice (as far as he knew) of but one gentleman 
in the House. With the exception of Henry Clay, 
he knew of not a single man that disapproved the 
treaty of 1819; but now it happened that we had 
waked up to new issues; it happened that new vis- 
ions of glory dazzled their sight, and we go back to 
condemn the treaty of 1819, and to blame its au- 
thors. I will not do it, said Mr. H. 

Further alluding to the anti-slavery movements of 
the day, Mr. H. said there was a tremendous mael- 
strom, a whirlpool, that was gathering in blackness 
and fury to drink up and absorb all that was estima- 
ble in our southern institutions, all that imparted vi- 
tality and vigor to them, and al! that they held most 
sacred connected with their hcarth-stones and their 
homes. It was anti-slavery—anti-slavery which, 
ina recent election, had shown itself of no small 
power—which had been seen to make parties trem- 

le—to make men on this floor, who went into the 
contest pledging themselves for Texas, bowing 
down and doing her homage. Sixty-four thousand 
votes, on a balance of parties, was a mighty and por- 
tentous weight; and who could have read the saga- 
cious, the skilful, the admirably-adapted-to-the-cir- 
cumstances message of the second great magician of 
New York—who, when he was exalted to the throne 
of the Empire State, might have been expected to 
speak in imperial tones, and to be listened to with 
mute attention—and not feel that he, too, trembled 
like another on his throne, trembled at the fact that 
in the late election Texas was the issue, and by the 
issue was determined? And yet, he had spoken of 
our foreign relations in ten lines. 

Did any person who knew that man—his saga- 
cious mind, his acumen, his admirable skill as a tac- 
tician—doubt for a moment that he foresaw that 
there was a gathering cloud, that four years hence 
he would not be able to encounter? And so far as 
party was concerned he was right; for men that 
came here at the first of session ready to go for the 
admission of Texas, now blanched from that ques- 
tion. Now he put it to southerners, as this sectional 
question had been raised, was it sectional in them 
to endeavor to preserve those relations which could 
alone give them connection with this Union? Was 
it sectional in them to defend those rights and inter- 
ests which had been assailed by the ruthless hand 
of abolitionism? Was it sectional in them, with a 
particular species of population, that was mcreasing, 
to protest sgainst the establishment of bounds be- 
yond which they shall not pass? Their black pop- 
ulation now amounted to about three millions; and 
what would be the condition of the whites when 
they should expand over the whole country cooped 
up within their present limits, and without the ca- 
pability of emigration? Did gentlemen consider this 
state of things? Did they look at the interest of the 
North, and particularly to that shipping interest 
which made her the general carrier of the Union, 
when they opposed this measure? Who dare tell 
us (said he) that we are unpatriotic when we resist 
a construction of the constitution lately avowed on 
that floor, that that instrument, while it guarantied 
slavery as it existed when it was adopted, imparted 
no potentiality to its extension in proportion to the 
increase of our population and the wants of the 
country? Gentlemen had talked of dividing this 
country into two parts, in one of which slavery was 
te be excluded. A southerner who would agree to 
this—a southerner who would manacle and 
fetter the energies of his children, must be 
either a knave or a fool. Admit Texas, and 
give but two slave States; and what (said Mr. 

-) will be our condition? With an exhaust- 
ed soil, and a dense population, which, with- 
out a field for industry and enterprise, must grow 
idle, let gentlemen figure to themselves the conse- 
quences. But let southern men look to it. The 
North is to have territory reaching to the Rocky 
Mountains, and, overleaping its icy barriers, are to 
add State after State; while the South will have an 
increasing and dangerous population, which it can- 
not have an outlet for. And yet the spirit of aboli- 
tion would forbid the South from acquiring new ter- 
ritory, lest it might extend southern institutions. 
Vermont threatened to leave the Union, in case 
Texas was annexed to it. 


After some further remarks, showing the advan- 









tages that had already resulted to the eastern 

by the Union, and’ the further oe 

would derive from the annexation of Texas nt 

hour of Mr. H. having expired, he took his seat 
Mr. W. J. BROWN, having obtained the floor 

yielded it, for the purpose of explanation, to . 

Mr. MORSE, who observed that he had obtained 
the floor, through the indulgence of the gentlemar, 
who was entitled to it, for the purpose of correcting 
an erroneous report of some remarks made by him 
when, a few days since, he addressed the committes 
on this subject. in the New York Herald—a paper 
of very extensive circulation—he was represented 
as sarang shes the slaves of his State were better 
clothed, better fed, and had more general intelli. 
gence, than the laboring portion of the people of the 
manufacturing States. This was entirely incorrect. 
What he did say was, that the slaves of his State 
were better fed, better clothed, and had more intelli. 
gence, than a large proportion of the laboring peo- 
ple of Europe. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN observed that, inasmuch 
as he was one of those who thought the interests 
and honor of our common couniry would be pro- 
moted by the annexation of Texas to the United 
States, and es he believed that it was the wish of 
the oo of his State that this annexation 
should take place, he felt it due to them, as well as 
to himself, to give to the committee a few brief and 
desultory remarks explaining his reasons for going 
for this measure. . 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. R. Iy- 
GERSOLL] had urged as an objection to this measure 
that an attempt had been made to carry it through 
the House by a sort of hurrah, as it had been carri- 
ed in town meetings during the late presidential 
contest. Now, if there was anything wrong in 
these political hurrahs, he must say that his party 
had learned them from the example set by their 
whig opponents. He believed that it was in his 
State in 1840, during the hard cider campaign, when 
Mr. ye at one of these hurrah meetings, told the 
people that the day for reason and argument had 
passed away, and that the hour of action had ar- 
rived. Yes, that action was consummated by the 
shouting at the top of their voices, 

“With Tip and Tyler 
We'll burst Van’s biler.” 

Well, on did burst Van Buren’s biler; but the 
democracy, like Anteus of old, rose with renewed 
vigor from their fall, and showed them that, if 

With Tip and Tyler 
They burst Van’s biler, 
With Tyler alone 
They burst their own. 

But that the annexation of Texas was one of the 
principal issues made in the last presidential contest, 
and that the people had pronounced their verdict in 
its favor, admitted not ofa doubt. Throughout the 
whole country the mottoes of “Polk and Dallas,” 
“Oregon and Texas,” were inscribed on the banners 
of the democracy. He would say to the gentleman, 
that these inscriptions were no unmeaning phrases. 
They told that this great national question was 
staked on the issue, and that it was the very nature 
of this great national question to carry home to the 
bosom of every patriot’s feelings which the worship- 
pers of that same old coon never knew. He re- 
garded this question as having been settled by the 
late election, and therefore believed that Congress 
had but one plain and simple duty to perform, 
which was to carry out the will of the people as ex- 
pressed at the ballot-boxes. He would add that 
those representatives who should venture to disre- 
gard that will, had a fearful responsibility to en- 
counter. It was said somewhere, that ‘hell had no 
fury like a woman scorned;” but in his opinion 
there was no vengeance so much to be dreaded as 
that of an abused and insulted constituency. As to 
the manner in which this great question was to be 
consummated, he was not particular. He was not 
wedded to any particular plan. He was for Texas 
first,and for settling the details afterwards. He 
was like the young man of his own native West, 
who, when, with stout arms and honest principles, 
he sets out on life’s journey, the first thing he does 
is to take to himself a wife; and when he is wedded 
to one whose smiles are to gild the rainbow of 
his life, the next thing is to build a cabin. Like 
this young settler, he would go first for Texas, 
for the country, and then he would be ready 
to settle the details. He should not attempt 
to enter into the constitutional argument which 
had been so ably handled by other gentlemen. 
It was plain to him the article in the constitue 
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tion authorizing Co to admit new States 

ied as well to foreign territory as to that 

d oie to the United States. He 
ed not go back to the debates in the 
convention to find the proper construction of that 
article; he only wanted to look at the venerated 
names aigned to the constitution to be satisfied that 
they were not governed by such narrow views as to 
mean that the area of freedom ond the principles of 
civil and religious liberty should be confined within 
the limits of the old thirteen States. : 

He said Mr. Clay in 1820, at the session after 
the treaty of 1819, by which Florida was_pur- 
chased and Texas ceded, introduced a resolution 
to this House, which asserted the doctrine that 
the constitution vested in Congress the power 
to dispose of territory, and that such cession 
was not valid without the assent of Congress. He 
admitted that the President of the United States and 
two-thirds of the Senate constituted the treaty- 
making power of this country, and had the right to 
acquire territory; but while he admitted the right, 
he always regarded its exercise as extremely dan- 
gerous, for it possessed the power to acquire ny 
in the absence of the will of the representative branc 
of Congress; and what, he asked, would be the dan- 

rous consequence of such power being in the 
ands of a corrupt executive and Senate? Why, 
some morning the citizens of Rhode lisland, with 
her green hills and smiling vales, might find them- 
selves, to their great mortification, the subjects of 
the descendant of that Charles for whose charter so 
much affection was felt that they imprisoned those 
citizens who endeavored to supplant it by a written 
constitution. Much had been said of the early his- 
tory of Texas; but, in his opinion, it was sufficient 
to look at her present position. Is Texas indepen- 
dent? Was that all it was necessary to establish? 

That she was, he had evidence in abundance; her 
independence was acknowledged by our own and 
by Peopens nations; and to object to it anything 
which might be found in her earlier history, was no 
more worthy of consideration, than would be the 
objection to ourselves that our independence origi- 
nated ina Boston mob. After briefly adverting to 
the success of her arms on the oe of San Jacinto, 
he reminded the committee that she was severed 
from this Union without her consent. He then 
roceeded to contend that it was important that 

Fes should be ours as matter of national defence, 
andinthe course of his remarks he made some 
strictures on the _ yesterday delivered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Brinxernorr.] He 
then described the advantages of Texas to our com- 
merce, especially of the western States. 

With reference to the consideration that had been 
mentioned in this debate, that if we were involved 
ina war on account of Texas, Mexico would send 
out her privateers and cripple our commerce, let 
them discharge one gun, said Mr. B., and Mexico 
would soon be stricken from the roll of nntions, and 
over her capitol would float the banner of freedom. 
At the banks of the Del Norte, (alluded to by some 
gentlemen as the natural boundary of our posses- 
sions,) Mr. B. prophesied our empire would not 
cease; but fifty years would not pass before it carried 
all of Mexico; and a century would not pass before 
it might be.found (he was understood to say) on the 
coast of Patagonia. 

Alluding to the slavery question which had been 
raised here with all its bugbears, he said that he re- 
garded it an institution of the constitution, guarantied 
to the South; and to the farthest extent, even to the 
annexation of Texas, was he ready and prepared to go 
to sustain them in this institution? His frend [Mr. 
Brinkernorr] said he would not go for Texas un- 
less half of it was made a free territory. Let the gen- 
tleman remember that Oregon would be coming in 
soon; and if the South were to rise and object to it 
unless one half of it were made a slave territory, 
would the gentleman go for yielding to their de- 
mands? Although Mr. B. did not regard the Mis- 
— compromise as binding, he was for observing 
it here, 

_Afver some further remarks, embracing an enthu- 
siastic eulogy of the West, Mr. B. proceeded to ex- 
press his regret that gentlemen had attempted to 
give anything like a sectional or party character to 
thissubject. It was a great national, a great Ameri- 
can question, rising above and paramount to all the 

“petty yy questions that divided and subdivided 
us. He regretted that his time did not permit him 
to allude to some of the remarks of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cuineman.] In the 
great political contest just passed, (said Mr. 
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B.,) he has told us that we have selected and 
elected a man unknown; and he wished no 
better evidence of the reverse of that than the 
manner in which that nomination has been respond- 
ed to from the rock-bound hills of Massachusetts 
down to the Sabine. He would not pretend to say 
what would be the result of the administration of 
that gentleman; but he believed, of all qualities, that 
which eminently qualified a man for the chief magis- 
tracy of the nation—honesty of heart, integrity— 
James K. Polk possessed in a great degree; and he 
honestly believed that under his administration, as 
under that of “Old Hickory,” the vessel of state 
would ride the waters “like a thing of life.” 

Mr. B.’s remarks were here terminated by the ex- 
piration of the hour. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS obtained the floor. He 
admitted the great importance of the subject under 
consideration, and he believed that one of more en- 
during interest to the nation had scarcely ever been 
presented to an American Congress. He avowed 
frankly that he should not be displeased, but, on 
the contrary, that he shouid be gratified if Texas 
could become a part of the United States, in con- 
formity to the constitution, without the violation of 
our neutral obligations, without any dishonor to 
the nation, and with the general concurrence of the 
people. He spoke of the natural frnitfulness of its 
soil, and of its capacity to the produce of cotton— 
that great commodity of the world—in amount 
equal to all that produced at the present time in the 
United States; and, taking in ccnnection with this 
the fact of its contiguity, he said it appeared exceed- 
ingly desirable to the ome of that country, and of 
this country also, that they should form different 
parts of a confederated empire. 

But his wish that Texas should form a,part of 
this confederacy, was subordinate to other consider- 
ations—subordinate to his attachment to this Union 
as this Union now existed. Sooner than endanger 
the continuance and perpetuity of this Union as it 
now existed, he would not annex Texas in any pos- 
sible form. 

The question to which he should principally con- 
fine his remarks was that of power. The prin- 
cipal constituent in which our government was sup- 
posed superior to all others that had preceded it by 
those who, looking back upon the history of prece- 
ding governments, had framed this, was, not that it 
was a popular representative government—not that 
it was a government of delegated, limited powers; 
but its peculiar excellence—that excellence upon 
which the hope of its perpetuity was based by those 
who framed it—was the fact of its written con- 
stitution; that itwas a government of specified, lim- 
ited, delegated powers; that the landmarks were 
laiddown, beyond which the government, in its 
operations, was not to extend. He feared that our 
fathers had attached to this principle a value to 
which it was notentitled, and that it was about to 

rove a delusion—a mere humbug. What was a 
aw? He read a definition defining it to be a rule of 
conduct which the authority invested by the funda- 
mental law of the country with the power of legisla- 
tion prescribed to the citizens or subjects of that 
country, and to which the citizen or subject owes 
obedience. Was it a dispensation of the power 
of legislation that was to bring Texas into this 
Union? There was but one party to a law, and that 
was the law-making power. It was not a compact 
which gave rise to mutual obligations and mutual 
rights. Now no gentleman on this floor would con- 
tend that it was an exercise of the law-making pow- 
er toannex Texas. It must, then, classify itaelf un- 
der the treaty-making power. A treaty was a com- 
pact between the several authorities of independent 
nations, by which they made mutual stipulations, 
and by which reciprocal obligations were entered 
into and reciprocal rights acquired by the contract- 
ing. parties. The treaty-making power had been 
specifically invested in the Senate—with the 

resident and two-thirds of the Senate, or with 
the assent of eighteen out of the twenty-six 
States of the Union. Here was the treaty-making 
power granted on this firm and specified basis, and 
there it ought to rest as long as this Amercan con- 
federacy endured. Mr. D. then proceeded to argue 
that the right to acquire new States or territory re- 
sided in the treaty-making power; that it was one of 
the most high, interesting, enduring forms in which 
that power could be exercised. That wasthe prin- 
ciple of the law of nations as laid down by Vattel’s 
Grotius, by ourown Kent, and by every writer 
theron? It was, that where the treaty-making pow- 
er was conveyed, without limit or qualification, it 
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necessarily carried the power to cede and to 
territory; and he contended that the constitution of 
the United States necessarily conferred that power. 
A nation was to endure a long time; its life was not 
to be measured by the life of man, or by eenera- 
tions; and our fathers never intended to limit the 
treaty-making power, and shut out the nower of 

i ing territory; because they knew the 

story of the past; and they knew that circumstan- 
ces might arise in which the exercise of this power 
would be necessary. 

Mr. D. continued to argue at length that Texas 
could not be annexed to the Union, otherwise than 
by Rape nanany power; and that, though ter- 
ritory already acquired might be admitted into the 
Union by a legislative act, it must beacquired by 
treaty before it could be admitted into the Union. 

He pursued his argument at some length, and 

uoted Mr. Jefferson’s opinion on the acquisition of 
oreign territory in support of the position he had 

assumed. This House, he went on to say, sought 
to divest the treaty-making power of the duties 
which were peculiarly its own. He then referred 
to the argument of the gumienen from Maryland 
(Mr. J. P. Kennepy,] by which he had contended 
that no person, according to the provisions of the 
constitution, could be x» member of this House un- 
til he had been a citizen of the United States seven 
years, nor a senator until he had been a citizen nine 
years. Louisiana waited, after admissica into this 
Union, until her citizens were qualified to sit here, 
before she took her place among the States of the 
Union; but it was proposed to do violence to the 
constitution by admitting Texians at once. He said 
the argument of the gentleman from Maryland on 
that subject was unanswered, and unanswerable. 
He was continuing his remarks, when his hour ex- 
vired. 
’ Mr. BOWLIN next obtained the floor; but 

The committee rose, and reported progress; and 

Tne House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. BYRAM GREEN: The remonstrance of 76 citi- 
zens of the town of Macedon, in the county of Wayne, New 
York, against the annexation of Texas. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Josiah Headen’s 
heirs; the petition of Moses Wright: the petition of Benja- 
min Hansford; the petition .of kielding Pratt; which were 
reierred to the appropriate committees. 

Ry Mr. WHEATON: The petition of Henry G. Shults, 
asking a pension on account of wounds and disabilities re- 
ceived during the late war with Great Britain: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINTON: The petition of General Isuac Bel- 
knap, of Orange county, New York, for a pension. 

By Mr. TYLER: The report and resolutions of citizens of 
Chautauque county, New York, in relation to the public 
works at Portland harbor. 

By Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR: The petition of the heirs of Col. 
Thomas Knowlton, to authorize the payment of the seven 
years’ half-pay due on account of the services of the de- 
ceased in the war of the revolution: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Jeremiah Sims, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. . 

By Mr.C. M. REED: The petition of J.C, Spencer, esq , and 
180 citizens of Erie, Pennsyivania, praying Congress to pass 
a law reducing the rates of postage to 5 cents on all single 
letters, and double in proportion to weight, and net the 
number of pieces of paper. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 15, 1845. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. Jaid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
partment, giving certain information in answer to a 
resolution of the Scnate, as to the condition of the 
custom-house at New Orleans, and the title of the 
United States to the ground on which ii stands. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, ordered to 
lie on the table. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said it was not often that he 
thought it necessary to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to anything concerning himself particularly; but 
he was induced to rise this morning to correcta 
mistake which had occurred in one of the city pa- 
pers, in a statement either editorial or by one of the 
reporters. He was made to say, in the Globe of 
this morning, that, in the few observations with 
which he had troubled the Senate yesterday, he 
had declared himself in favor of the annexation of 
Texas, if constitutionally done. Now he had no 
doubt the reporter properly understood his 
views, as would appear in the report of his remarks. 
He took this occasion to say that he had made ng 
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such declaration as that imputed to him; and that 
it was no pu of his to make a declaration that 
he was in favor of annexation. But he did say 
that he concurred with the senator from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Harwoop,] inthe hope that the ques- 
tion would be settled some day or other; and when 
it wee settled, that it was extremely desirous that 
it shoujd be done in a constitutional way. This 
correction he thought it necessary to make, in order 
that there might be no misinterpretation of a wish 
which he thought proper to present to the Senate 
ree. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorjal from 
Benjamin A. Swasey, of Marblehead, Massachu- 
setts, in relation to the breakwater at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee en Com- 


merce. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Samuel Hartley, and other citizens of Saco and 
Biddeford, Maine, asking for an appropriation for 
the repair of the piers in the Sace river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARROW presented a memorial from sun- 
dry surgeons and assistant surgeons iu the navy, 
oling Congress to passa law allowing them rela- 
tive rank: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from cer- 
tain citizens of the city of Philadelphia, requesting 
that Congress will reject all ee for the an- 
nexation of Texas as a slavehoiding country: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from Wm. R. 
Hunter and 114 on citizens of Arkansas and Mis- 
souri, praying for the establishment of a post-road 
from Pocahontas and Randolph a Arkansas, to 
Eleven Point, in Ripley county, Missouri: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from a num- 
ber of citizens of Bradford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a modification of the franking priv- 
ilege, and a reduction of the rates of postage. Also 
a similar memorial from Adams county, Pennsyl- 
vania, numerously signed: ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, a bill for the purpose having been reported. 

Also presented a petition signed by messengers 
and assistant messengers employed in the office of 
the Auditor of the Post Office Department, asking 
that their compensation may be increased, so as to 
place them on a level with persons occupying a sim- 
ilar grade in other departments of the government: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also presented a petition from David Little, for- 
merly employed as a messenger in the Post Office 
Department, asking that the extra compensation 
which was promised by the head of the department 
may be allowed him: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Adams county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a reduction of the rates of 
postage: ordered to lie on the table. 

Also presented a memorial, numerously signed by 
citizens of the Commonweaith of Pennsylvania, 
requesting Congress to so change the naturalization 
laws as to require a residence ot foreigners of twen- 
ty-one years before they shall be entitled to the 

rivilege of voting: referred to the Committee on the 
Selidery. 


OREGON. 


Mr. ALLEN remarked that, some three or four 
weeks ago, the Senate, on his apg a8 a res- 
olution requesting the President of the United States 
to report to the Senate, if not incompatible with the 

ublic interest, any correspondence which had ta- 

en place between the United States government and 
the government of Great Britain touching the Ore- 
gon question. He desired to know of the Chair 
whether any message had been received from the 
executive in answer to that resolution. 

The CHAIR said that no message had been re- 
ceived, within his knowledge, in response to that 
resolution. 

Mr. ARCHER merely rose to say that there had 
been no response received. Of course, he should 
have known the fact, as chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, if a message had been received. 
Any moton on the subject on the part of the sena- 
tor from Ohio would be unnecessary now. In a 
few days the result of the attempted negotiation on 
the part of the English government and the United 
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States queens the Oregon question would be 
transmitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would present to the Sen- 
ate a petition and proceedings of a meeting ofa num- 
ber of citizens of the county of Fairfield, in the State 
of Ohio, in which they pray that Congress will ex- 
tend, through a territorial government, the law of the 
United States, this session, over the territory of Ore- 
gon. They give many reasons, and good ones, for 
the suggestions they make to the government. The 
letier enclesing to him the proceedings of the meet- 
ing—which letter was from one of the best men in 
the State—informed him that he meeting was com- 
posed mainly of farmers, farmers who live on their 
farms, and who are hardy, cool and collected, and 
not excited by the contact or friction of cities, and 
whose voice usually, in this country, is expressive of 
the general voice of the nation. In presenting this 
petition, he presented ar 8 the will of a part of the 
Ohio people, with whom he was not only politically, 
but personally connected. He meant the farmers 
of the goodly old county of Fairfield; who embody 


| in themselves all the higher elements which charac- 


terized the strong sense, unfaltering —— and 
an integrity beyond the reach of suspicion. In pre- 
senting the proceedings of a meeting thus express- 
ing, he felt, the general voice of the nation, he would 
take occasion to say that he believed the people of 
the United States are more sensible of the deep interest 
involved in this question than the government of 
the United States seemed to be. Some three years 
ago, in the public mind of this country, there exist- 
ed an apprehension of danger of a war with Great 
Britain. It was relieved from that apprehension by 
the coming thither of a minister (Lord Ashburton) 
charged, as we were told by our government before 
the opening of the negotiation, with power to nego- 
tiate to a final and peaceful conclusion all the out- 
standing questions in controversy between the two 
overnments. It proceeded; and when there had 
een settled those points most interesting to Great 
Britain, it was found, for the first time, that the au- 
thority of the under commission of the British nego- 
tiator did not extend to this all-important question 
of Oregon. The treaty was concluded and ratified. 
Part of the country—the friends of Oregon and of 
America resident in the Great West—looked at this 
time with deep interest to the matter of obtaining 
osaession of that territory by the population of the 
nited States, under the guaranty of its laws. 
There was introduced here a bill for that purpose, 
which subsequently obtained the sanction of a ma- 
jority of this body, and to that extent became a law, 
so far as this body was concerned. Congress ad- 
journed; and about the second steamer which struck 
our shore from Great Britain, after the adjournment, 
brought us the denunciation of this bill thus passed 
in the Senate, made in Parliament by the chief min- 
isters of Englsnd—Sir Robert Peel and Lord Pal- 
merston. Well, sir, the friends of Oregon moved 
in the matter at the succeeding session; and 
at the very outset of that session they 
were met by the declaration that it was useless 
for Congress to act in this matter; that Great Brit- 
ain had despatched a minister specially charged 
with the negotiation of it; and that, in all proba- 
bility, if it were delayed for a few weeks, the whole 
subject would be terminated in a manner satisfac- 
tory to the American people, and calculated forever 
to quiet the apprehension of difficulty. The action 
of Congress was in part paralyzed by that declara- 
tion. The minister arrived; and, when he arrived, 
we were told that it was found that he was not spe- 
cially charged with this negotiation, but that he was 
a general minister, sent here to supervise the inter- 
ests of hiscountry. But still we were told that the 
action of Congress was unnecessary, as a negotia- 
tion would be concluded before the adjournment. 
Congress adjourned, but ignorantly as it met, so far 
as it concerned this negotiation relative to Oregon. 
The intervening session of Congress has passed, 
an! one-half of this session has passed likewise; 
yet we know nothing about that negotiation more 
than we did the day it was commenced. The 
farmers—the tenants of the soil—whose sons would 
be the tenants of the soil of Oregon ere long, had 
taken this matter in hand. They were urging upon 
Congress to proceed, without delay, to secure their 
rights and interests in that great and valuable . 
tion of the globe. And now let him say, that if the 
British government were really trifling with our 
government to obtain the title, our government 
ought not to trifle with the American people upon 
this subject. He believed now, as he believed at 
the outset of this business, that it was one of those 





cases which did not admit of final settlement} ni 
jation—especially with such a power as G,.. 
ritain, who claims territory in order that, by i 
veryclaim, she may force the real owners into the 
necessity of equally dividing it with her. P 
On his motion, the petition was referred to th 
Select Committee on Oregon. , 
Mr. SEVIER presented a petition from Lorenzo 
N. Clark, claiming indemnity for losses which ac. 
crued to him as contractor to supply the emigratin 
Indians with rations, by their failing to emigrate at 
the period supposed in the contract: referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Jadicisty be jn 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the settlement of the accounts of Lorenzo N. ¢ a 
against the United States. 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the adminis. 
trator of William D. Clayton, deceased, late a sol. 
dier in the United States army, praying the allow. 
ance of his pay. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
sundry masters of vessels and steamers on the y 
per lakes, praying that beacon lights may be erected 
in the entrance of the port of Chicago, a breakwater 
at Michigan city, Indiana, and that an appropriation 
may be made for the removal of obstructions in the 
mouth of that harbor: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from John B. 
Randolph, passed midshipman in the navy of the 
United States, asking additional compensation for 
extra services performed: referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Eliza M. Cloud, widow 
of a surgeon in the navy of the United States, and 
the petition of Francis Pottinger, a deceased naval 
officer, praying for pensions—these cases being em- 
braced in the bill which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading yesterday. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill from the House authorizing the 
Postmaster General to contract with railroad com- 
panies in certain cases, without advertising for pro- 
posals therefor; and reported back, with an amend- 
ment, (which was ordered to be printed,) the bill to 
provide for the transportation of the mail between 
the United States and foreign countries. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
made an adverse report in the case of Levin Weth- 
ered, praying the refunding of certain duties paid 
under the new tariff, the goods on which they were 
paid being ordered before the enactment of that law. 
Ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, the bill providing for the pay- 
ment of evidences of public debt in certain cases. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was re- 
ferred sundry memorials from States and railroad 
companies, praying for a remission of duties on 
railroad iron, reported a bill for the relief of the 
State of Michigan, and certain railroad companies; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Also gave notice of his intention to introduce, to- 
morrow, a bill for the relief of Joseph Morris. 


On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Nathaniel Phillips, 
asking compensation for injuries received on board 
the ship John Adams; and it was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to extend the national road to the city of Alton, 
on the Mississippi river. The report accompany- 
ing was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER of New York, the 
Judiciary Committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of any Thom- 
as; and leave was oman him to withdraw his pa- 


rs. 
"ie motion by Mr. SEVIER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian. 
Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of J. F. 
Caldwell, praying for indemnity for losses sustain- 
ed in consequence of the alteration in his contract 


The 
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with the Post Office Department for carrying the 


mai BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
jzing persons to whom reservations of land have 
been made under Indian treaties, to alienate the same 
in fee; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NAVAL PENSIONS. 


The bill for the renewal of certain naval pensions 
was read the third time, and passed. 


THE GENERAL ORDERS. 


The reguiar calendar was called, on which the 
first bill in order was the Senate bill increasing the 

y of officers of revenue cutters while temporarily 
employed in the naval service, the consideration of 
which, as in committee of the whole, was resumed 
from last week, the pending motion being Mr. 
Dayton’s, to strike out the second section, which 
was retrospective in its provisions. 

Mr. BAYARD recapitulated the history of this 
bill as he explained it on a former day, when the 
subject was before under discussion in the Senate. 
In brief, it was, that the bill was founded on memo- 
rials of officers of the revenue cutters employed dur- 
ing the Florida war in the naval service, on account 
of the lightness of draft and peculiar fitness for 
coast duty of these vessels; and they co-operated 
with the navy on the coasts of Florida, Mexico, 
Texas, the West India Islands, and throughout the 
Gulf during the years 1836 and °37. This transfer 
of vessels under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to the Navy Department, was under an old 
law which authorizes the President, of the United 
States to make this transfer whenever he shall think 
an exigency shall arise to render it necessary. For 
the last forty or fifty years that power had not been 
acted upon till the peculiar character of the coast 
service in the navy during the Florida war, in 
the opinion of the then President, warranted its 
exercise. Four revenue cutters for various pe- 
riods during 1836 and 1837, were thus co-operating 
in that service with the navy, having been trans- 
ferred from the authority of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to that of the Navy Department by order of 
the President; and their officers were made subject 
to the orders, regulations, and duties of the navy, 
with which they complied to the satisfaction of the 
department. While thus serving in the navy their 
duties were more onerous and their expenses much 
reater than they had been in the revenue service. 
Pheir application to Congress was for a small addi- 
tional remuneration beyond their ordinary pay as 
revenue officers for the time they were in the naval 
service. The bill proposed an addition of $300 a 
year during such extra service to captains of rev- 
enue cutters who now receive $1,200, and so in 
proportion to the other officers. At the same time 
that the bill was framed for the relief of the actual 
applicants, it was thought advisable by the com- 
mittee which reported it to make it a general law; 
its operation being retrospective by the second sec- 
tion in relation to the memorialists, and prospect- 
ive in its first section, and general in its future ope- 
ration. To strike out the second section as now 
— by the senator from New Jersey, would 

to defeat the purpose and main object of the 
whole bill. 

Mr. DAYTON felt no special interest in the re- 
sult of his motion. He had never been captious 

about any measure perfected and recommended by 
a standing committee. But, in this case, the state- 
ment of the chairman of the Naval Committee had 
not altered his original opinion, which was alto- 
gether hostile to this retrospective clause. He con- 
curred in the views taken of this subject the other day 
iy the senator from peso 4 (Mr. Critrenpven.] 

hese revenue officers accepted their appointments 
subjeet to the duties of their office, and with a full 
knowledge of the limitation of pay for the perform- 
ance of these duties. They were liable, under the 
law of 1797, to the order of the President, should he, 
at any time, see fit to transfer their services to the 
navy This was one of the conditions of their office, 
and they could not possibly have any equitable 
claim to the additional pay they now claimed for 
what was only a portion of their duty. He objected 
to the indefinite and unlimited extent to which this 
retrospective clause might apply. There was no 
knowing what number of applicants it might encour- 
age to prefer claims on the same principle, from the 
foundation of the government to the present time, or 
what amount of appropriations it might lead to. 


Mr. BAYARD pointed out that it could not ex- 
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tend beyond the very cases of the memorialists, for 
the term was fixed in the bill from 1835, and could 
only apply to them. There were four revenue cut- 
ters employed in the Florida war—the Jefferson, 
Washington, Dexter, and Madison. Captain Jones 
of the Washington had already been remunerated 
by a special act in his favor. The rest of the offi- 
cers, not possibly exceeding sixteen in number, 
justly conceiving their cases as well entitled to con- 
sideration as his, memorialized Congress on the 
subject, and this bill was intended for their relief. 

Mr. WOODBURY recollected that there was 
some difficulty about their pay at the time they 
were in the naval service, which at last 
was adjusted by giving them the same pay 
they received in the revenue service. On 
principle, the views of the senators from New Jer- 
sey and Kentucky were probably correct; but Con- 

ress had, not only in the old law, now obsolete, but 
in the case of Captain Jones, decided that in this 
change of service there should be additional remu- 
neration; and it seemed now to be impossible to de- 
ny these applicants the same consideration awarded 
tohim. As to the objection to the retrospective ac- 
tion of the second section, it was impossible to pass 
any law for the relief of claimants riot retrospective 
in its action. But if the objection only lies against 
its indefinite extension, that can be obviated by in- 
serting the names of the claimants, instead of merely 
mentioning the cutters. Its operation would then be 
confined to the applicants. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN reiterated his objections to 
the whole bill on principle. These officers accepted 
their appointments with all the conditions of the ser- 
vice staring them in the face; and they had no right, 
because of the infrequency with which a peculiar 
duty was required of them, to claim extra pay for it 
as for an extra service. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE contended that, in the reg- 
ulation of pay for officers in the revenue service, 
their ordinary every-day duties only were taken into 
account; their liability to service in the navy being 
necessarily overlooked on account of the infrequen- 
cy of its occurrence. Whenever that change of ser- 
vice was required, as it involved additional duties 
and expense, it was only just and proper that suita- 
ble remuneration should be made. 


Mr. BUCHANAN had entertained the same 
views expressed by the senator from Kentucky, 
ever since this bill had come before the Senate. But 
he feared it was in vain to attempt arresting this 
species of legislation for increase of salaries. He 
would not deduct one farthing from the compensation 
of our military or naval officers, yet every one 
knew they were paid double—almost treble the sal- 
aries allowed officers of the same grade in other 
countries. He was willing it should be so: cur 
officers deserve it, and let them be well paid. If 
these revenue officers who co-operated with the navy 
in the Florida war have claims for special extra 
duty, let them come before Congress individually 
on the merits of their claims, and they will have 
justice rendered to them. He objected to this bill 
establishing a generalizing ~principle as a precedent 
on the statute-book to be referred to for every future 
claim of this nature. The gentlemencan present their 
claims in some furm of a private bill for individual 
relief, not obnoxious to the objection of establishing 
a precedent. He fully concurred in what the sen- 
ator from Kentucky had said as to the conditions 
on which these revenue officers accepted their ap- 
pointments They knew, or should have known, that 
one of these conditions was that they should be ready 
to co-operate with the navy when ordered to do so. 
If they thought this duty too much for their pay, 
they could have resigned; and he would venture to 
say there would in one day be fifty, oe might 
say one hundred, applicants ready to fill the vacan- 
cies for the salaries allowed in the revenue service. 

The question was then put on Mr. Dayron’s mo- 
tion to strike out the second section, and decided in 
the negative. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendments previously adopted were concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. BUCHAN- 
AN called for the yeas and nays; which were order- 
ed. 

The question was then taken, and the Senate re- 
fused to order the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time—yeas 17, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, Evans, 
Foster of New York, Francis, Huntington, Johnson, Man- 
gum, Merrick, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Woodbridge, 
and Woodbury—l7. 

NAYS—Messra, Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ather 
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Crittenden, Dayton, Dickinson, Fairfield, Foster of 
nessee, Hannegan, Henderson, H . Miller, Niles, Sevier, 
Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, and Upham—26. 

The next bill on the calendar was the Senate bill 
for the relief of Asa Andrews, (involving the same 
principle as the bill for the rehef of Miles King, op- 
posed by Mr. Harwoop on the ground of found- 
ing a claim against the government on the verdict of 
a jury in one of the circuit courts of the United 
States.) 

The bill was considered as in committee of the 
whole, and reported back without amendment; and, 
on the question of engrossment, Mr. TAPPAN de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

It was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time—yeas 24, nays 15, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 


Francis, Huger, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, 


Pearce, Phelps, Potter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, and Wood- 
bridge—24. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Dickinson, Fairfield, Foster of New 
York, Merrick, Niles, Sevier, Tappan, and Woodbury -~-16. 

The next bill on the calendar was the Senate bil! 
for the adjustment of claims growing out of French 
spoliations prior to 1800. 

On motion of Mr. CHOATE, (who gave notice 
that he would call up the bill on Tuesday next,) its 
consideration was postponed. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the previous ordera 
were postponed, and the private bill reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands for the relief of Wil- 
liam Elliott, of Fulton county, Illinois, was taken 
up, considered, and ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the Senate bill confirming and 
assenting to an act of the legislature of Virginia, en- 
titled “an act to amend an act incorporating the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company,” was taken 
up, considered, amended, and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The Senate bill for the relief of Wm. Fisher was 
next taken up, considered, amended, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time.- 

The next bill in order—and which was called up 
bp Mr. Taprpan—was the House bill providing for 
the election of electors of President on the same day 
throughout the United States; but, 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business. 

And soon after adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 15, 1845. 


Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to pre- 
sent resolutions of the legislature of New Hamp- 
shire, on the subject of the tariff; which, on hia mo- 
tion, were committed to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion making the bill appropriating for the continua- 
tion of the Curaberland road through the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, the special order for 
Monday, 20th instant, and to continue so until dis- 
posed of. 

Objections being made in various quarters, 

Mr. S. moved to suspended the rules for this pur- 
pose, and on this motion, he called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative—(two-thirds not voting therefor)—yeas 79, 
-_ 53. 


o the rules were not suspended. 


GEORGIA CLAIMS. 


Mr. CHAPPELL asked and obtained leave to 
offer the following; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secrataries of War and of the Treas 
ury report to this House the amount of the claim of the 
State of Georgia against this government,transmitted by the 
executive of Georgia, between the Ist of November, 1837, 
and the ist of November 1843; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury report what amount of the appropriation of 
$175,000 {Sr the payment of said claims has been paid to the 
State of Georgia, and at what times the payments were 
made. 

5. And be it further resolved, That the Secretaries of War 
and ofthe Treasury, and the Third Auditor of the Treasury, 
transmit to this Mouse all the correspondence hetween the 
executive of Georgia, and their respective departments in 
relation to said claims. 


Mr. VANCE, on leave, reported, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, a bill for the relief of the president, 
directors, and company of the Dismal Swamp Cay 
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nel; which read a firet and second time, and referred {| the following resolution; which was considered and 


to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ANNEXATION AGAIN. 


Mr. BURKE asked the general consent of the 
House to introduce a bill to provide for the admis- 
sion of the republic of Texas asa state into this 
Union. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. B. moved to suspend the rules for this pur- 


se. 
re HALE called for the yeas and nays; which 
being ordered, the question was taken, and decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 32—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Barringer, Beleer, Benton, Bidleck, James Black, 
Bisckwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carroll, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, Cullom, Bana, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Drom- 
oole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Eimer, Fariee, Ficklin, 
rench, Giddings, Grinnell, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, 
Heralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, 
Andiew Kennedy, (Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, MoCauslen Maclay, McClelland, MeCon- 
nell, McDowell, Méllvaine, MeKay, Matthews, Edward 
Joy Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Elisha R. Potter, Purdy, Charles 
M. Ree’, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Robinson, Rodney, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, 
Thomas H, Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Thomas 
Bmith, Robert Smith, Steeurod, Stephens, John Stewart, 
James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Went- 
worth, John White, Benjamin White, Williams, Winthrop, 
Woodwerd, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—125. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Brengle, Catlin, Crans- 
ton, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Florence, Grider, Hale, 
Edward 8. Hamlin, Hardin, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Marsh, Freeman H. Morse, Nes, Paterson, Preston, Rath- 
bun, Rockwell, Rogers, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Ty- 
ler, Vance, Vanmeter, §Vinton, Wethered, and Wheaton, 
32. 


The rules being suspended, the bill was read as 
follows: 


A bill te provide for the admission of the republic of Texas 
as a state into this Union, 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Siaies of slmerica in Congress assembled, That 
the Congress doth consent that the territory known as the 
republic of Texas, and rightlully belonging to the same, 
may be crected into a new State, to be called the State of 
Texas, with a republican form of government, to be adopted 
hy the people of said republic in s\ ch mode as the duly-con- 
stituted authorities thereof may prescribe, in order that the 
same may be@imitted as one of the States of this Union. 

Sec. 2. Ind he it further enacted, That the constitution 
of the State of Texas, with the proper evidence of its 
adoption by the people of Texas, shall be transmitted to the 
President of the United States, to be laid before Congress 
for its finalaction, on or before the first day of January, 1846. 

Src. 3. .4nd he it further enacted, That the aforesaid terri- 
tory may be divided into new States not exceeding four in 
number, and, having a sufficient population, may be admit- 
ted into the Union under the terms and provisions of the 
federal constitution: Prdvided, That such States as may be 
formed out of said territory lying south of 36 deg. 30 min. 
north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri compro- 
mise line, shall be admitted into the Union with or without 
sluves, as the people of each State asking admission may de- 
sire. 

Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Sensie, is hereby authorized to adjust and settle all ques- 
tions relating to the boundaries of said territory which may 
arise with other governments, 

Sec. 5. ind be ut further enacted, That said State, when ad- 
mitted into the Union, after ceding to the United States al] 
mines, minerals, salt lakes, and springs, and also all public 
edifices, except her capitol, court-houses, jails, and other 
buildings adapted to State and county purposes, and all forti- 
ficatious, barracks, poits aud harbors, navy and navy-yards, 
docks, magazines, arms, armaments, and all other property 
and means pertaining to the public defence, belonging to 
said republic of Texas, shall retain all the public funds, 
debts. taxes, and dues of every kind which may belong or 
be due to said republic; and shall also retain all the public 
lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the payment of 
the debts and liabilities of the said republic of Texas; and 
the residue of said lands after discharging said debts and lia- 
bilities, may be disposed of as said State shall direct: Prori- 
ded, That in no event shall said debts and liabilities be as. 
sumed by, or become a charge upon, the government of the 
United States. 

Sec. 6. .4nd he it further enacted, That all questions, claims, 
and disputes in regard to land titles arising within the ter 
ritorial limits of Texas, shali be adjusted, settled? and deci- 
ded by the courts and authorities of said State, subject to 
the constitutional jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States. 

Sec. 8. .2nd he it further enacted, That the foregoing conii- 
tions and guaranties when accepted by the constituted 
authorities of ‘Texas, shall be the fundamental basis of 
union between said republic and the United States. 


The bill was then read the second time; and, on 


‘motion of Mr. BURKE, referred to the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Unionand ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. GRINNELL, by general consent, offered 


j 


| 
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adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to report to this House the best mode of publishing and 
as of maps charts of the surveys made by the 
late exploring expedition; and also for placing the plates on 
which said surveys have been engraved (under the direc- 
tion of the Joint Library Committee) under the care of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

REANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

On motion by Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolutions for the reannexation of Tex- 


as. 

Mr. BOWLIN, who was entitled to the floor, ob- 
served that there was no necessity for his calling 
the attention of the committee to the vast import- 
ance of this subject. Even its opponents would ac- 
kuowledge that it was the most important question 
that ever came before the councils of this nation. 
It was not only important in the view of the value 
of the property involved in the measure, but it be- 
| come more important considering its political rela- 

tions, and its bearings on the welfare and strength 
| of the Union. It became also important from the 
| consideration that the people of this Union had 
| passed upon it, and declared, in a manner admittin 
| of no doubt or cavil, that Texas should be annexe 
| tothe United States. Then (said Mr. B.) if we 
are not disposed, as their representatives, to violate 
their will, our duty becomes imperative to carry it 
| out without delay. The people had decided the ab- 
| stract question that Texas should be admitted into the 
| Union; and they had left to their representatives, as 
| more capable of doing so, the discretion of deciding 
| on the mode and terms of annexation. Texas was 
| 





a country as extensive as the largest of the Euro- 
ean powers; and possessing a climate which en- 
anced its value, it was destined at some future day, 

whether annexed or not, to become one of the most 

important empires on the continent. Then no Amer- 
ican patriot could hesitate as to the pe riety of the 
acquisition of that country? The only difficulty that 
remained was as to the power of this government 
to accomplish it. He should endeavor, therefore, to 
submit a few views in relation to the constitutional 
objections that had been brought forward by gentle- 
men on the opposite side. The most important and 
most frequent objections that had been made to the 
annexation of Texas, had arisen on constitutional 
grounds. They had been plainly and frankly sta- 
ted; and he should endeavor to reply to them. On 
entering upon the constitutional question, he laid it 
down as an axiom that could not be controverted, 
that every sovereign government had the power of 
| acquiring territory; and this power had been exer- 

cised by all the independent governments that ever 
existed. He did not know that it was necessary to 
adduce authority to prove the truth of this axiom. 
It was too plain for cavil; and the man who doubted 
it must doubt even the existence of government 
itself. But it might be said that ours was a limited 
and restricted government, and that though the pow- 
ers of the Old World possessed the power of ac- 
quiring foreign territory, yet the limitations and re- 
strictions in our constitution forbade it. 

He agreed with gentlemen, that whatever might 
be the value of Texas, he wox'd not touch her if it 
would be a violation of the constitution. He held 
to a strictconstruction of the constitution; for that 
instrument was the only safeguard of this country. 
But he asserted that the acquisition of this territor 
was notin hostility to the constitution. The acqui- 
sition of territory was one of our inherent rights as a 

' sovereign power; and if it does exist, where had it 
an existence? Under the federal constitution all 
pewers were divided between the State and general 
governments in their respective spheres. If, then, it 

did exist, he denied that power existed in the State 

governments to enter into compacts with foreign 

powers, and hence it must exist in the government of 
the United States. The provision of the constitu- 
tion which prohibited the State governments from 
entering into compacts with foreign powers without 
the consent of Congress was clear and explicit; and, 
therefore, the irresistible conclusion was, that it 
was in the general government; for it was certain 
that it existed somewhere as a necessary ingredient 
of our sovereignty. But they were not to stop here 
on mere abstract principles. The constitution itself, 
in language too 
ized the acquisition of territory. What was its lan- 
guage? “New States may be admitted by the Con- 
gress into this Union.” Could they imagine lan- 
guage more clear and comprehensive than this? 
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But gentlemen said it was intended that the exer,; 
of that power shall be confined to the territo 

. Ty then 
possessed. That he denied. The language of th, 
constitution was as comprehensive as the framers of 
that organic law could make it; but to show what 
was the understanding of the framers of the consti 
tution, they had abundant evidence, which all sano. 
tioned the construction he had given toit. If, however 
there were no such evidence, he held that the lan. 
guage of the constitution was sufficiently plain and 
intelligible, and that its phraseology covered the 
whole idea in the fullest possible manner. But the 
were not wanting in the means to prove the inten. 
tion of the framers of the constitution in adoptin 
ts phraseology; nor were they wanting in examples 
and precedents under the constitution to show what 
was the construction which its framers put upon it 
“New States may be admitted into the Union.” Some 
gentleman said by this construction of that clause 
Congress might admit Holland or England; and he 
(Mr. B.) admitted that they might; but the framers 
of the constitution relied on the good sense and in. 
telligence of Congress, with a confidence that 
the power would not be exercised unwisely, 
He would ask if, at thetime the constitution 
was adopted, the powers of Europe were not en- 
larging their territories, and the spheres of their 
power? And did they suppose that the framers of 
the constitution intended to deny to the confederated 
States the power to extend the limits of this repub- 
lic beyond those to which it was then confined? 
Could it be supposed that such a thing ever entered 
their minds for a solitary moment? No; they in- 
tended to place the government on a basis which 
would make itas powerful as any government on 
the face of the globe—one whose influence should 
be spread with itscivil and religious liberties, to the 
utmost possible limits. But when they doubted 
as to the interpretations of constitutions and consti- 
tutional law, t ey were called upon to look to the 
objects for which it was needed, and to the inten- 
tions of the law-makers at the time. But he would 
ask if it was not contemplated, at the time the con- 
stitution was founded, that the Canadas might be 
taken into the Union: and it was for this purpose, 
amongst others, that the power was left wide 
enough by the constitution, whenever the Canadas 
were prepared to break the yoke of their bondage 
and frame a republican government. No man could 
deny that such was the idea of the framers of the 
constitution. But they had still stronger evidence 
than all this. In the convention which adopted 
the constitution, an amendment was proposed, in 
Committee of the Whole, to give power to admit 
new States, to be created out of the then territory of 
the United States; but that amendment was rejected; 
and the rejection of that proposition showed as 
clearly as if it had been written in letters of light, 
what was the true meaning of the convention in the 
use of this phraseology. But we were not without 
precedents also to show the meaning of the consti- 
tution. It was of course recollected that the consti- 
tution was adopted by nine States of the Union. 
Nine States originally constituted the Union. Nine 
States elected Washington the first President of the 
Union. And how did North Carolina come into 
this confederacy? She was not in the Union at 
first, nordid she contribute to the election of the 
first President. She was a free, sovereign, and in- 
dependent State. She had her own ports, and col- 
lected her own duties, and exercised sovereign powers. 
The confederation of this republic was accomplished 
without her. How then did she come here? She 
came as Texas now asks to be admitted. By her 
solemn councils she adopted the constitution of the 
United States, and then asked admission to the con- 
federation. A gentleman had told them that her 
people were our people, and her institutions were 
ours; and so might they regard Texas. But North 
Carolina was a free and sovereign and independent 
State, and was so at the time she was admitted into 
the Union. The act of that State was the act of the 
State herself; she knocked at the door of the con- 
federacy, and the door was wide enough to admit 
her. ‘hat wasacase in point. She adopted our 
principles as her fundamental law, and there were 
not then heard any of the constitutional objections 
which were now raised. He might state other ex- 
amples, but that was sufficiently weighty, occurring, 
as it did, but a few years after the adoption of the 
constitution, and when the men who framed the 
constitution were legislating on this floor. So far, 
then, as constitutional questions were concerned, he 
thought there could be no doubt that we could either 


acquire territory or admit new States. If, however, 
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uments of some gentlemen were correct, we 
wana acquire territory at all by any of the re- 
cognised modes of conquest, discovery, gift, or 
otherwise; but he could not believe that it was ever 
intended that we should be thus restrained. 

But to follow this subject a little further. What 
had been the practice of this government? Why, 
from the days of the formation of the constitution, 
we had been constantly acquiring territory. The 

ntleman from Kentucky (Mr. G. Davis] yester- 
ay said that, if the House undertook to exercise 
this power, it would trench on the treaty-making 

wer. But he (Mr. B.) contended that the acqui- 
sition of territory could be accomplished in both 
ways. North Carolina was not admitted by treaty; 
the other outstanding States were not admitted by 
treaty; Louisiana was not admitted by aay it was 
by contract. ist 8 of Louisiana lying between 
the Perdido river and the Mississippi was admitted by 
pill. Florida was admitted by treaty, and thus the 
examples were both ways; and he therefore denied 
that treaty was the only way in which territory 
could be acquired. They did not hear the objec- 
tions now raised in 18]1 and 1813, when, by act of 
Congress, the country lying between the Perdido 
river and the Mississippi was taken into this con- 
federacy by being added to Louisiana at the solici- 
tation of that little republic herself, now the con- 
gressional district represented - General Dawson 
onthis floor. And why were these constitutional 
objections raised at the times he had enumerated? 
Were we worse than our fathers? Do we know 
more of constitutional law than they who framed 
the constitution? 


The next question, then, which arose, if he had 
been successful in showing that we had the power 
toacquire territory, was, has Texas the right and the 

wer to demand admission into this confederacy! 
Bhe had acquired the right by her arms. By what 
title do we hold our power? By what tenure do we 
hold sovereign power in this republic? By the pow- 
er of the arms of freemen, who won it on the battle 
field. And such was the tenure on which Texas 
stood. 


He then quoted, from the appendix to the Federal- 
ist, Mr. Madison’s authority for the abolition of old 
governments and the establishment of new ones by 
any nation; and he argued, on this authority, that, 
as Texas was free, (having acquired her independ- 
ence by the blood of her freemen,) she might do 
anything which a sovereign and independent nation 
may do. He quoted other authorities to the same 
purport. Was, then, (he inquired,) Texas free, 
sovercign, and independent? He had not time to go 
over the scenes which had been enacted between 
Texas and Mexico, but he would simply say that 
Texas acquired her independence on the plains of 
San Jacinto, and she there sealed it with the blood 
of her best patiiots. One gentleman [Mr. C. B. 
Smiru] had told them that, by the acquisition of 
Texas, they robbed Mexico; but this he (Mr. B.) 
denied. Texas had won her independence by her 
arms; she had erected her banner there, and bade 
defiance to a congregated world. Texas was free 
and independent, and she had a right to enter into 
this compact, or to give herself to this Union. 


Texas could give and we could accept; she was as 
sovereign as Spain; and if this appeal now made by 
her proved fruitless, the day was not far distant 
when the banners of Texas should wave more bril- 
liantly than those of old Spain. 

Then, if we had the constitutional right to annex 
Texas, and she had the undoubted authority to esk 
to be admitted, the only question remaining to be 
decided was the question of expediency; and he 
contended that it wasa great national question—a 
question addressing itself as well to the man from 
Massachusetts as from South Carolina. If it were 
a sectional question, it would belong to the valley of 
the Mississippi, and not to the South, as was so 
much aagueds bat he denied emphatically that it was 
a sectional question. 

He proceeded to refer to the commercial advanta- 
ges that would arise from annexation to this coun- 
try; in proof whereof he notieed the fact that its area 
was almost equal to that of the original thirteen 
States; that she was a fertile cotton growing region; 
that, in case she were to enter into commercial trea- 
tes with foreign governments, she would be ena- 
bled, by her crop of cotton raised from her virgin 
soil, to drive us out of the foreign market. Thus 
England, whose power dotted all the countries of 
the globe, he argued, would not be reluctant to do 
this. Texas was a part and parcel of our country; 
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its wars were our wars; and if she were suffered to | 


slip from us, she might never be regained. 


But the acquisition of Texas ina military point 
of view was of vast importance. Look at the pos- 
session of Texas with regard to the Gulf and to the 
great valley of the Mississippi! He spoke of the 
commercial importance of New Orleans, now the 
recipient of the productive labor of seven millions 
of people, the second commercial city in our repub- 
lic; and in a few years, by the irresistible laws of 
nature and of trade, destined to be the firstcity, not 
only in this republic, but on the globe. What would 
be the position of that city, and of the valley of the 
Mississippi, if Texas were in possession of a pow- 
erful commercial nation who would employ its 
arms in battling and destroying the commerce of 
our own great gulf? And he was no general; but 
give him an army on the plains of Texas, and he 
could reach and invade New Orleans before we could 
call down our forces from Tennessee to her defence; 
they had but to float down the Red river to fall 
right into the city of New Orleans. He depicted 
the fearful condition of our southern frontier and 
country in case of an invasion in this way from 
foreign forces, in conjunction with the 150,000 hos- 
tile savages of the western borders of Arkansas; 
and, in addition to all this, the horrors of their situa- 
tion, aggravated by the servile insurrection which, 
as a matter of course, would be excited. Was 
England too good to do this? Let her barbarities in 
Hindostan answer. 


It had been argued by almost every gentleman on 
the opposite side that the great difficulty upon this 
subject was the compromise line; and he spoke the 
language of his people when he said they preferred, 
Texas without it; but also when he further said that 
Texas was worth too much to be thrown away for 
acompromise. Give the compromise if necessary. 
But the idea was frequently advanced that the an- 
nexation of Texas would be the enlarging the area 
of slavery on this continent. It was a mistaken idea. 
Reject Texas, and she was all a slave territory. And 
not only this; but the day was not far distant when 
the flag of Texas (if not annexed) would wave over 
the city of the Montezumas, and slavery would then 
be extended over all this territory. That was the work- 
ing of thisso-much boasted philanthropy. And when 
Texas reached Central America (as she would reach 
it) slavery would follow in its train. If gentlemen 
really wished, as they so loudly professed, to show 
humanity towards the slave, and to restrict the area 
of slavery, did it not appear, in the light of this argu- 
ment, that the most direct way to effect it was to ad- 
mit Texas? 


He was not disposed to draw a distinction between 
the different plans proposed for annexation. He 
had his choice; he had his partiality for that of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromcoote,] and of 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Wetxep;] but as 
far as he was concerned, representing in part the 
people of Missouri, he was ready to adopt any meas- 
ures, by fair and honorable terms, to acquire that 
territory. 

Mr. Bs hour here expired. 

Mr. HARDIN obtained the floor. He announced 
that he should waive the discussion of the constitu- 
tional question, (which he did not consider the 
strongest objection,) because of the impossibility of 
reaching the minds of those who avowed them- 
selves the friends of annexation, who (he said) 
claimed to be the strict constructionists par excel- 
lence, but who were always able to find authorit 
in the constitution for anything which they favored; 
while that to which they were opposed was inva- 
riably discovered to be unconstitutional.. He 
avowed, while he believed, Mexico had a right to 
Texas if she affirmed that right by fair, open war, 
ina reasonable time; at the same time he did not 
admit that anyother nation had the right to inter- 
fere in this matter. It was a question with which 
Mexico, Texas, and the United States, and no other 

owers, hadto do. Further, if Texas was annexed 

y the means proposed, and did, in pursuance of 
the compact by which it was effected, dissolve her 
government, and come into ours, then, unless the 
annexation were declared null and void by the su- 
preme judicial authority of the country, (which he 
did not anticipate,) he should consider Texas 
as an integral part of this Union, and entitled to be 
defended by all our forces in case of invasion or 
danger. Permit him to say, that his sympathies 
had always been with the Texians. He rejoiced 
that there was reason to believe, as was declared by 
the President of Texas, that there was not the least 
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danger of their ever being again subject to the Mex~ 
ican yoke. 

They often heard it said that there was danger of 
Great Britain taking possession of Texas. For one, 
he said, in case of such an attempt, he thought it 
would be our duty to interfere to prevent Great 
Britain from accomplishing this scheme. But there 
was no reason for anticipating such a thing. 

He considered all these different questions, which 
had been brought forward by the imaginations of 
gentlemen, about the danger of Texas coming un- 
der the dominion or control of Great Britain, to be 
mere bugbears held up to those who have a mind to 
be frightened. 

But he would first speak of the objections to this 

measure—the first of which in order was the liabil- 
ity this government was to assume to pay the debts 
ot Texas, however created. It was true they were 
estimated at ten millions of dollars; but there was 
every reason to believe that they amounted to con- 
siderably more. Indeed, their amount never had 
been satisfactorily ascertained, and he did not be- 
lieve that Texas herself knew it. But what good 
reason was there that this government hai aB- 
sume the debts of Texas? It had been argued that, 
because we were to get their lands, we should pay 
their debts; but this could not be the true reason, or 
it would have been stated so in the treaty. Here 
Mr. H. read extracts from the clauses of the treaty 
providing for the assumption of the debts of Texas. 
The true reason was, that, as the United States are 
to acquire the sovereignty of Texas, have posses- 
sion of her forts snd arsenals, and her army and 
navy, we must take upon ourselves her wars, and 
therefore, of necessity, assume her debt@ He then 
went on, by an examination of the country, to show 
that the lands remaining unsold would not be suffi- 
cient to pay the debts of Texas; and on this part of 
the subject, he submitted a map, to show thata 
large portion of the territory which had been repre- 
mend: as fertile and productive was nothing but a 
desert. 

Mr. H. next argued against the expansion of the 
territory of the Union; and he considered the desire 
for the acquisition of foreign territory not patriot- 
ism, but national ambition and national aggrandise- 
ment. From this branch of the subject he proceed- 
ed to the discussion of the question of slavery, as 
connected with this question, and contended that 
the measure was designed for the expansion and 
perpetuation of slavery—referring to the correspond- 
ence of Mr. Upshur and Mr. Calhoun to prove the 
truth of this position. 

He plainly denounced slavery asa curse to the 
people amongst whom it exists; ang when they of 
the free States were asked to exten dominion of 
slavery, they were asked to do that which was re- 
volting to a. They were, however, willing to 
adhere to the compromises of the constitution. If 
annexation, as was said, would draw slavery from 
existing slave States, why, he asked, had not the 
slaves been withdrawn from Maryland, Virginia 
and Kentucky to the rich lands of the Mississippi? 
The idea, he said, was absurd; and they did not in- 
tend to be deceived and cheated by such proposi- 
tions as had been made to them. ir there was any 
question that could disturb this Union to its centre 
it was the slave question; and it must be settled 
before the annexation of Texas, if they desired to 
avoid its dangers. He said he believed there was 
a majority on this floor opposed to annexation, but 
itremained to be seen if they would not sacrifice 
their judgments to party obligations. 

Mr. SEVERANCE said the question had been 
spoken of as sectional, and peculiarly for the benefit 
of the South; but the benefit of any particular sec- 
tion of the Union by any act of legislation there 
would not, with him, afford ground for objection; for 
there was amy act of legislation done b 
this gove which operated with pune equal- 
ity on every of the country. The only ques 
tion in his mind was,Is it right? Is it proper? Will 
it be injurious to the whole community? Will it be 
consistent with the honor of the country? He had 
paid some attention to this subject, and he was well 
satisfied that there was an insurmountable barrier 
before them, in the progress of annexation, in the 
constitution of the country. He was satisfied that 
there was no constitutional power in this govern- 
ment which enabled Congress to admit foreign terri- 
tory into this Union. This was the opinion of Mr. 
Gallotion, Mr. Jefferson’s Secretary of the Treas- 

. It was the opinion of men who might be con- 
sidered the fathers of the democratic party. It was 
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ber of the democratic party. But if, as some gen- 
tlemen contended, this was a power inherent and 
incidental to sovereignty—if they could do any- 
thing which was not prohibited, as an in- 
cident of sovereignty,—they could abolish sla- 
very in the States. But this was a doctrine 
which he did not admit. But, independent of 
of the slavery question, which was here involved, 
he objected to annexation in the present posture of 
affairs, for he could not do it consistently with the 
good faith and honor of the country; and if the 
question was submitted to him—much as he ab- 
horred slavery—in a position which would make it 
entirely free from slavery—if the ordinance of 1787 
were applied to the whole of it, he would vote 
against annexation, because he considered it uncon- 
sliutional, and as doing injustice to Mexico, 
and therefore staining the honor of this country. 
He hoped gentlemen would not overlook the history 
of our negotiations with that country. He alluded 
to the attempt to obtain Texas by negotiation in 
1821; and to the attempt of Mr. Forsyth (who was 
then in Mexico) to obtain a treaty cession in 1829, 
on the payment of five millions of dollars, with the 
willingness to go one million further. He next ad- 
verted to the subsequent attempts made by Mr. 
Butler. 

He next spoke of the fitting out of expeditions 
from this country to wrest Texas from Mexico, and 
annex her to this country; and then proceeded to say 
that it had been asserted that the question of annex- 
ation had been settled by the people in the late elec- 
tion. He believed there were many who desired 
to extend Sur territory; but that the manner of doing 
it was an open question. He did not believe that 
the people had determined the manner in which 
Texas should be annexed to the Union. The State 
of Maine had given some 10,000 majority for Polk 
and Dallas in the late election; but still her governor 
in his message had spoken of the acquisition of that 
territory as a question of great delicacy, and as one 
which must be settled on just and honorable terms, 
and by negotiations to be confided to the adminis- 
tration about to succeed to power. He did not ad- 
mit the interference of this government atall. The 
people of Maine were not wedded to any of these 
schemes now proposed; and in the Senate of her 
legisiature resolutions on this subject were rejected 
by amajority of 24 to 7—by a body in which there 
were but three whigs. 

He referred to the fact, that one year ago, when 
resolutions against the annexation of Texas had 
passed the House of Representatives, and were laid 
on the table ofgshe same Senate who had now re- 
versed their action. What kind of instructions 
were these from the legislature and the pecple of 
Maine? 

Our government, he said, had not preserved that 
neutrality which became her in the contest between 
Mexico and Texas; she had sent General Gaines 
with an armed force of the United States into Texas 
with the pretext of preventing the hostilities of the 
Caddo Indians. He referred at length to the histo- 
ry of the past to show that this was but an empty 
pretext; and that the real object was to aid the Tex- 
ians in the conquest of Mexico, (as was declared by 
the governor of Louisiana, when he refused to raise 
troops for this Perens and as was declared by 
General Macomb.) The battle of San Jacinto was 
fought, and was (he said) not by Texians, but by 
citizens of the United States, two-thirds of whom 
afterwards returned to the United States. When 
their independence was thus acquired, application 
was made by her for admission into our con- 


federacy—not by the action of both Houses of | 


Congress, (they did not dream of such a thing 
at that time,) but by treaty; and Mr. Van Bu- 
ren at that time instructed Mr. Forsyth to say 
that as long as Texas remained at war with Mexi- 
co, so long the annexation of Texas necessarily 
devolved that war upon us. To show this, he 
— from the letter of Mr. Forsyth. Mr. Van 

uren was right on that subject in 1837; and he 
was right in 1844. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Fors n Affairs said that there was no danger 
of a war with Mexico. Mr. Van Buren said there 
was. The Mexican minister said so. But the in- 
dependence of the country had not been achieved. 
So said Mf. Upshur at onetime, and so said the 
President at one time. If Texas was independent, 


and able to maintain her independence, there could | 


be no necessity for annexation. If she was not able 
to achieve it—if she had not accomplished it, then 
we had no right to make a treaty with her. 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
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fairs also said there was no danger of a war with 
England in case of annexation, Who knew this? 
If there was any arrangement by which England 
was to take Cuba, or a partof Oregon, in case we 
annexed Texas, it mustbe some sort of agreement 
by which she was sure to get the better. e wish- 
ed no such combination for the spoliation of a 
weaker power—no such partition of country like the 
partition of Poland. 

Mr. 8. read extracts from a apeomh of Mr. Wise, 
during the last Congress, in which, in connection 
with the annexation of Texas, something was said 
about the plundering of Mexico, the rifling her 
churches, &c., and that the result would be the ex- 
tension of slavery, so that it would not stop short 
of the western ocean; and, as corroborative evidence 
of this design to extend slavery on the part of 
others who were connected with the annexation 
movement, he referred to the fact that, in the cor- 
respondence age pe ae | it, the treaty was ex- 
pressly put on this ground; and further, (he said, 
that when it was heard that France and Englan 
were going to guaranty the independence of Texas, 
our minister |Mr. King] was despatched to France 
to protest against it, (the independence of Texas 
was the last thing our government wanted at that 
time,) and to tell France that if the progress of 
emancipation was arrested on this continent, and if 
slavery were restored where the Mexicans had 
abolished it, we could send the tropical productions 
ata much lower rate than if cultivated by white 
labor. Here was a conspiracy to cheapen labor, to 
extort the greatest possible amount of labor at the 
lowest compensation. How often had we heard 
tirades on this floor against this very thing on the 
= of the British government—against the com- 
yinations in Great Britain to bring down and to keep 
down the price of labor there? Mr. S. dwelt at 
some length on this portion of his subject. 

Mr. S. then combated the argument that the an- 
nexation of Texas was necessary to prevent smug- 
gling, and then proceeded to argue that this country, 
under the Louisiana treaty, never had a right to the 
country. 

Mr. HAMMETT then obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise; which motion being 
adopted, * 

he House adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions, presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. St. JOHN: The petition of Charles P. Judson and 
45 others, citizens of Vermillion, Ohio, asking Congress to 
make an appropriation to coutinue the improvement of the 
harbor of that place; also the same petitioners ask for an ap- 
propriation to continue the improvement of the harbor at 
Sandusky city, Ohio: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial and evidence of Henry 
Wright, admiaistrator of Wm. Bunce, deceased, praying 
compensation for injury by burning his property, &c. 

By Mr. SHEPARD CARY: The petition of John F. H. 
Hail and others fora reduction of postage: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Otfice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Anna Graffan, of Port- 
land, Maine, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. HOGE: The memorial of the mayor and aldermen 
of the city of Galena, asking an appropriation of land forthe 
erection and endowment of a marine hospital in the said 
city of Galena:-referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Two petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking a modification of the naturalization 
laws, und an extension of the time of probation; also a peti- 
tion from citizens of Philadelphia, asking the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Isaac Hulse and others, 
surgeons and assistant surgeons inthe navy, praying that 
the rank of medical officers in the navy may be assimilated 
to that of the medical officers in the army. 

By Mr. PHGENIX: The petition of Mrs. Ann Mix, widow 
of the late commander Mervin S. Mix, for compensation for 
the use of the manger stopper, invented by her husband. 


IN SENATE. °* 
Tuursbar, January 16, 1845. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate acommunication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 6th January, information received 
since the commencement of the present session, 
illustrative of the operation of the penny-postage 
system of England, and the effect upon the revenues 
of the Post Office Department by the reduced rates. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, 1,500 copies of 
the above report, in addition to the usual quantity, 
were ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate, 
and 1,000 copies for the Post Office Department, for 
oe to the deputy postmasters throughout 
the Union, 
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On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the Teport of 4) 
Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the condition 
of the custom-house at New Orleans, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Com 
m 


Norris and others, sureties of Luban ©. Howe) 
late receiver of the public moneys in Arkansas, ask. 
ing permission, by law, to compromise with the 
government: referred to the Judiciary Committee ; 

Also presented a petition from G. W. Patruck, of 
Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a Mail 
route from Clarksville to Carroll, in that State: re. 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
Mr. TAPPAN, from the Joint Committee on the 
rary, to which was recommitted the bill to 
establish the Smithsonian institution for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men, reported 
the same back with several amendments; which were 
ordered to be printed. He gave notice that he 
would ask for the consideration of the bill to. 
morrow. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a paper which he 
would, when the bill came up for consideration, of. 
fer as an amendment. It was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the Committee on 
the Library were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution of the Senate instruct: 
ing them to inquire into the expediency of author. 
izing the publisher of Elliott’s debates to append to 
that work Mr. Madison’s report of the debates 
of the convention on the formation of the consti- 
tution. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, with an 
amendment, (which was ordered to be printed,) the 
bill relative to the appointment of assistants to the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill grantin 
a pension to Joseph Morris; which was twice veal, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, the petition and 
papers of — M. Darling and others, concerning 
the loss of the papers of the fishing schooner St. 
Cloud, of Bluehill, were ordered to be taken from 
the files, and, with additional evidence he then pre- 
sented, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The adverse report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, in the case of J. F’. Caldwell, 
coming up for consideration, was, on the motion of 
Mr. ARCHER, ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from the 
watchmen aioeal in the Post Office Department, 
asking for compensation equal to that received by 
the watchmen of other departments: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The following bilis from the House were read 
twice, and referred, as follows: 

The bill to correct a clerical error in the act sup- 
plementary to the act to regulate arrests in mesne 
process in the District of Columbia, and to amend 
the title of that law: referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill to authorize the sale of two Arabian 
horses received as a present by the consul of the 
United States at Zanzibar, in the dominions of the 
Imaum of Muscat; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The following bills were read the third time and 
passed, viz: ; 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of the heirs 
of Williams Fisher, deceased.” : 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of Asa 
Andrews.” 

The bill entitled ‘An act assenting to an act of 
the legislature of Virginia, entitled An act further 
to amend the act to incorporate the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal.” : ' 

The bill for the relief of William Elliott, jr., of 
Fulton county, Illinois. 


OREGON——CORRECTION. — 

Mr ARCHER rose to ask the attention of the 
Senate to an explanation relative to a paragraph 
which had appeared in one of the morning papers 0 
this city. It would be in the recollection of the 
Senate, that yesterday, in reply to the inquiry of an 
honorable senator frcm Ohio, [Mr. Axien,} wheth- 
erany communication had been received from the 
Department of State, in answer to a resolution 
which he had sent there some weeks ago, he (Mr. 
A.) had stated that no communication had been re- 


ceived; and for the purpose of guarding against any 


erce. 
Mr. SEVEIR presented a petition from Samuel] - 
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r solicitude on the part of that gentleman, he 
would tell him that a communication might be ex- 
ted ina short time; that wasto say, in time for 
the action of Congress upon that subject. He saw 
it stated in the Globe of this morning, with a very 
strong commentary upon it, that he had _ spo- 
yen Of A ATTEMPTED NEGOTIATION; and had in- 
timated what was the character of the result of that 
negotiation. Now, he employed no such tu 
sionas that of “an attempted negotiation.”  [t 
would have implied an entire want of just expres- 
gion on his part tohave done so. An attempted ne- 
tiation would have implieda negotiation which 
fod not really been in progress; but he knew very 
well that a negotiation wes in progress, and he 
spoke of the communication that might be expected, 
without at all alluding to the character of the result 
of the negotiation, or intimating that it had reached a 
result, for the plain reason that he knew very well it 
had not reached a result. 

What he did state, and he would repeat it, was, 
that a communication which would answer the reso- 
jytion of the honorable senator from Ohio (Mr. At- 
tex] would be made to Congress in a short time; 
meaning, by that, in time, for Congress to act upon 
it this session. 

This error in the Globe had gone out to the pub- 
lic—that he had intimated that the result of an at- 
tempted and abortive negotiation might be expected 
inafew days. Now, whatever he might know or 
think in relation to the subject, it was not neces- 
rary to his object that he should communicate it in 
areply to the honorable senator from Ohio. He 
was very far from imputing any blame to the report- 
er of the Globe, who had in this instance merely the 
purport of a single sentence to report. But the re- 
porter was not aware of the peculiar nicety of a sin- 
le word, in this paragraph; of the character which 
would, and the inference which might be, deduced 
from it. He(Mr. Arcuer) meant to say, that a 
communication would be made on the subject of the 
Oregon negotiation in time for the action of this 
body, if it should desire to act upon it. He did not 
mean to intimate what might be expected as to the 
character of the result; but simply that it would be 
presented to the Senate in time for the action of Con- 
gress. That was all that could be material for him 
to say, in giving the information called for by the 
honorable senator from Ohio. He repeated that he 
did not impute the least blame to the stenographer of 
the Globe; but merely to say that the import of his 
reply had been mustaken, and therefore misstated. 

Mr. ALLEN said that the senator from Virginia 
having called the attention of the Senate to this 
matter, he was glad that an occasion had occurred 
to say that he believed the errors which the re- 
porters committed in attempting to report what 

was said in this body, were the errors of their posi- 
tion, and not the result of inattention or negligence. 
He saw that the reports made of the very imperfect 
remarks which he had submitted yesterday to the 
Senate, in both the city papers of this morning, 
contained several immaterial mistakes. He had not 
conversed with any of the reporters this session; but 
he had no doubt, having heard complaints from them 
last session, it was owing to the peculiarly difficult 
position which they occupied in relation to the 
members of the Senate that these mistakes occurred; 
because it was not possible fer them to hear at all 
times what was said—not that the speaking here was 
not loud enough, but on account of the reverberation 
and confusion of sounds which reached the reporter’s 
desk, which confused them in their attempts to de- 
fine the precise phraseology made use of. He hoped 
that his friend across the way, [Mr. Bayarp,} who 
on a former session had interested himself in this 
matter, would again take it into consideration, and, by 
proper report to the Senate, have their position re- 
moved to the floor of the chamber, as heretofore, so 
that the remarks of those who addressed the Senate 
might appear as well before the country as they ap- 


peared to the Senate. From their present position, ° 


it was impossible to hear all that was said on the 
floor; and if members were reported in unintelligi- 
ble phraseology, it was the result of the position 
of the reporters, and they should not complain 
of them for not making these reports perfect, when 
the members of the Senate had put them in that po- 
sition themselves. He repeated his hope to his 
friend from Delaware that he [Mr. Rayanp] would 
renew his efforts to have the reporters below, and 
assign them such seats as to enable them to give to 
the country correct reports of the proceedings in the 
Senate. While he said this, it would serve ‘to call 
the public attention to the cause of the errors which 
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had been committed in reference to the hon. senator 
from Virginia. Jt would likewise call the attention 
of the public to the errors in the few imperfect re- 
marks which he had submitted yesterday. Although 
the remarks were of no great value to anybody, 
still it was always desirable that the speaker should 
be correctly reported. He did not himself distinct- 
ly hear the remarks submitted by the honorable 
senator from Virginia yesterday; but he must say 
that he did not understand them in the precise man- 
ner intimated in the report of the Globe. He did 
not understand him to imply any term which went 
to give character to the report that he expected to 
receive from the department, but simply to say that 
a communication would shortly be received. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was giad that the honor- 
able senator from Ohio [Mr. Aten] had a recollec- 
tion which concurred with his on this subject; and he 
was also glad that, in the latter part of his remarks, 


| he had called to his (Mr. Arener’s) attention a du- 


ty which he had unintentionally omitted; and that 
was, not only to acquit the reporter of the Globe of 
any negligence that might be attributed to him, but 
to say that he was the very best reporter that, in the 
course of many years, he had known in Congress; 
and he had seen none so correct since the time 
of Mr. Gales. From the pen of that reporter his 
remarks had occasionally come without requiring a 
single word of correction. The fidelity and accu- 
racy of his reports were remarkable, indeed; and 
such as he had often borne testimony to off this 
floor, and such as he had great pleasure in bearing 
testimony to now, on the floor. 

When he (the reporter) had nothing to do but to 
report the import of a single sentence, he might very 
naturally, in making a short statement of it, fall into 
some inaccuracy of expression, as in this instance, 
which conveyed an impression not only not correct, 
but what he (Mr. AncHer) was obliged, from his 
position, to know was not correct. He (Mr. A.) 
was obliged to know that negotiation was in 
progress; and he could not say, therefore, that the 
result of an attempied negotiation would soon be 
presented to the Senate. He repeated that what he 
meant to say, and what he did in substance say, 
was, that a communication on the subject of the ne- 
gatiation would be made in time for the action of 
Congress. 

OREGON. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Select Committee on 
Oregon, reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
to organize a territorial government in the Territo- 
ry of Oregon. 


ELECTION OF ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT AND 
VICE PRESIDENT. 


On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the House bill, entitled 
‘‘An act to establish a uniform time for holding elec- 
tions for electors of President and Vice President in 
all the States of the Union,” was taken up, with 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and considered as in committee of the 
whole. 

Mr. T. moved to amend the proposed amendment 
7 substituting the words, “the first Tuesday in 

ovember. 


Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the amendment 
proposed by the Judiciary Committee was merely to 
supply an omission in the billas it came from the 
House. No month was mentioned in the bill; and 


* and as the committee saw that the omission would 


have to be supplied, it propoged, in deference to the 
opinions of some northern gentlemen who conceived 
a week later would be a great convenience, the 
“second Tuesday in November,” as the day of hold- 
ing the elections. But if the first Tuesday was pre- 
ferred, he would not object. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to substitute the first Tues- 
day for the second Tuesday, in the committee’s 
amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS suggested that unless there was 
some paramount reason for preferring the first Tues- 
day, it would bea great convenience to the States 
which held their general assemblies in the latter 
part of October, to have the election of electors held 
on the second Tuesday in November. 

Mr. TAPPAN pointed out the difficulty of fixing 
any day that would not occasion such an inconve- 
nience with respect to some State or other. 

Mr. SIMMONS inquired of the Chair what the 
exact motion pending was. He thought the lan- 

uage of the bill was the ‘first Tuesday after the 
first Monday.” 
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The CHAIR stated the pending motion to be, to 


amend the committee’s amendment, by substituting — 


we Sirst Tuesday for the second Tuesday in Novem- 
Mr. BERRIEN referred to the original bill re 


ceived from the House, which recites— 

“That the electors of President and Vice President shall 
be appointed in each State on the first Tuesday after the 
first Monday of the year in which they are to appoint- 
ed.” 

The committee's amendment supplied the month, 
and proposed the second, instead of the first, Tues- 
day. If the amendment of the senator from Ohio 
did not go further than he proposed, a case might 
arise in which the first Tuesday in November might 
notbe within the thirty-four days prior to the first 
Wednesday in December, prescribed by the consti- 
tution. 

Mr. TAPPAN would, to avoid that, shape his 
amendment to read “the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday in November.” 

Mr. BERRIEN acquiesced in the improvement; 
but suggested that it would be still better to say 
“the Tuesday next after the first Monday in No- 
vember.”’ 

Mr. TAPPAN had no objection to that modifica- 

ton. 
The amendment thus modified was accordingly 
ees and the bill was amended by substituting 
in the fourth and fifth lines the words hereinafter 
stated within brackets for the words in italics—[see 
the bill below. ] 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate; and 
the amendment being concurred in, it was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Shortly after the engrossment being effected, the 
bill, as amended, was taken up,read a third time, 
and passed, without any debate, in the following 
form: 


AN ACT to esfablish a uniform time for holding elections 
for electors of President and Vice President in all the 
States of the Union. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
electors of President and Vice President shall be appointed 
in each State on the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
(Tuesday next after the first Monday in the month of No- 
vember] of the year in which they are to be appointed: Pro- 
vided, That oa State may by law provide for the filling of 
any vacancy or vacancies which may occur in its college of 
electors, when such college meets to give its electoral vote: 


And provided, also, That when any State shall have held an- 


election for the purpose of choosing electors, and shall fail 
to make achoice on the day aforesaid, then tha electors may 
be appointed on a subsequent day, in such manner as the 
State shall by law provide. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGR AND ABATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the bill for the 
reduction of postage and abatement of the franking 
privilege was taken up with a view of allowing 
certain amendments to be proposed which it was 
desirable should be printed. 

It was accordingly taken up asin committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. NILES then submitted amendments, 
which he moved to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK said the bill and amendments 
proposed by the Post Office Committee were al- 
ready printed. The amendments now offered b 
the senator from Connecticut should also be printed. 
In addition to the motion to print, he would move 
to make the bill the special order for Monday next. 

The proposed amendments were ordered to be 

rinted, and the bill was made the special order for 
onday. 


A SOLDIER’S PENSION. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill for the re- 
lief of Asahel Brainard was taken up asin commit- 
tee of the whole. 

Mr. BATES, as chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, felt it to be his official duty to oppose 
the bill; but the did 80 with reluctance, and only 
froma sense of duty. His opposition was to spe- 
cial legislation in violation of the principle estab- 
lished by the general laws in relation to pen- 
sions. The general laws limit the amount 
of pension to the grade of rank in which 
the applicant served, and the commencement of pen- 
sion to the date of application. Doctor Brainard did 
not apply till 1842, and he was then rated accord- 
ing to his actual rank in the service, which was that 
of drum-major; but this bill proposed rating him as 
a captain at $20 a month, and to pay him arrears at 
that rate from the day of his d in 1814 or 
1815. All! this was contrary to the principle of the 
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sion laws, and therefore he opposed the bil!. 
nt it was due to Doctor Brainard to say thet he 
had fought and been severely maimed in the service 
asa drum-major, and after his first discharge he 
joined the army asa volunteer. In one of the most 
rilliant affairs of the war, it became necessary to 
form the musicians into a company, of which Dr. 
Brainard took the command; and he distinguished 
himself with great gallantry. He was again severe- 
ly wounded; and next year he was discharged. He 
states in his memorial that he felt repugnant to bur- 
dening himself on the country as a pensioner as long 
as he could, by his own exertions, support himself 
and hia family. But in 1842, finding from the effects 
of his wounds that he was completely disabled, and 
that he could no longer, = his own exertions, sup- 
port himself and family, for the first tme he con- 
sented to apply for a pension. 


Mr. SEVIER stated that there never was a case 
which appéaled more strongly to Congress for an 
exception to the general rule laid down by the law 
alluded to by the senator from Massachusetts, than 
this. Captain Harrison’s case last session, however 
meritorious in itself, was not even to be compared to 
that of Dr. Brainard; and yet the bill for his relief, 
going much further than this bill proposed to go— 
or it gave him $40 a month, and this only calls for 
—was passed by alarge majority. The most 
istingnished officers in the late war testified to the 
uncommon gallantry with which Dr. Brainard 
fought; for they witnessed it. In that service he 
lost his arm and the use of one his legs, and now, 
as he grows old and disabled, he asks only that sup- 
port to which he is so justly entled. 

Messrs. HENDERSON, ALLEN, and ARCH- 
ER testified with eloquence and feeling to the ex- 
traordinary merits of this claim, and elicited such 
sympathy in favor of the applicant, that there was 
no further opposition to the bill. 

The bill was accordingly reported back & the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, it was agreed 
that when the Senate adjourn, it be to Monday 
next. 

Several communications from the executive de- 
partments were then read. Among them was one 
from the War Department, communicating the an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Pensions; 
which was laid on the table, and the question of 
printing was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

“Another was acommunication from the Depart- 
ment of State, in answer to the Senate resolution of 
the 23d ultimo, [Mr. J@inson’s,}] calling for all in- 
formation in possession of the department on the 
subject of immigrants to this country, and foreign 
paupers and criminals, sent here by other govern- 
ments. 

The answer of the State Department is, in sub- 
stance, that the only documents in its possession, 
touching foreign paupers and criminals sent here, 
are a communication from the American consul at 
Hamburg, dated 22d January, 1833, with a report 
of the Hamburg Senate of the 4th January, 1833; 
and Mr. Forsyth’s report of 10th May, 1838. (See 
House document 350, 25th Congress, 2d session. ) 

As to immigration, a tabular statement is furnish- 
ed frorn the department in answer to the Senate res- 
olution, showing the average number of persons 
arriving in the United States annually for the last 
eight years, as follows: 

ANNUAL AVERAGE OF ARRIVALS. 








Occupation. Males. Females. 
No occupation 7,140 21,643 
Children : 6,466 5,712 
Merchants 4,580 5 
Laborers . 9,052 427 

Marines . : . 702 
Mechanics . 8,415 236 

Clergy . . - 135 
Farmers . . - 11,462 735 

Physicians and éurgeons - 4 Be 
Gentlemen . . - 76 Ladies 236 
All others . . - $28 964 
Total - 48,973 29,968 

29,963 

Totalof both sexes - 78,941 

Who came from— 

Males. Females. 
United States « - - $418 1,261 
England and Scotland - + 6,736 4,679 
Germany : . - 11,061 7,186 
Ireland - - - + 17,749 12.332 
France . 3,214 1,750 
Spain and Colonies 832 156 
Rritish possessions 1,868 74 
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Texas - - - 1,463 176 

All other places - - 3,147 1,714 
48,973 29,9638 
29,968 





Total of both sexes - 78,941 as above. 


_ On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, this communica- 
tion was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote that when the Senate adjourn, it be to Mon- 
day next. He was anxious to have the Smithsoni- 
an bill taken up and considered to-morrow. 

Mr. ARCHER said there was a pressing neces- 
sity for going into executive session on business of 
great consequence. The motion of the honorable 
senator from Ohio could be considered after the ex- 
ecutive session. 

On Mr. A.’s motion the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business; and after some 
time had been spent therein, the motion made by 
Mr. Tappan not prevailing, 

The Senate adjourned to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, January 16, 1845. 


The journal having been read, 

Mr. TAYLOR observed that he had been direct- 
ed by the Committee on Accounts to state that they 
were prepared to make, this morning, a report to the 
House on a matter connected with its business; 
but that circumstances had occurred to induce them 
to delay that report till to-morrow. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. PRESTON KING rose to a question of 
privilege. He said he found in one of the official 
a of Congress, the National Intelligencer, pub- 
ished by the printers to the Senate, the following 
announcement: 

“The newspaper correspondence from this city having 
led the public to anticipate a hostile meeting between Mr. 
Cirneman and Mr. Yancey, of the House of Representatives, 
we think it proper to mention that such a meeting is under- 
stood to have taken place between those gentlemen on Mon- 
day last, afew miles from this city; when, after exchanging 
one fire, aneny without injury to either party, the difti- 
culty was honorably adjusted, through the intervention of 
friends, and the parties reconciled.” 

I regard the fact of a duel (said Mr. Pres- 
Ton Kine) sufficiently probable to justify the 
inquiry which I propose; and | offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions, because I consider this a 
proper occasion for the action of this House upon 
the practice of dueling. There is now no excite- 
ment, no cause for excitement on this subject. 
What, by those who have experience in these mat- 
ters, may be considered as a mere complimenta 
affair, has occurred—if anything has occurred. 
This, in my opinion, is a proper time when the 
sense and opinion of this House should be pro- 
nounced upon such occurrences. If these compli- 
mentary affairs are permitted, they will goon until 
at length some person may be seriously hurt, per- 
haps killed. Then there would be excitement and 
agreatado. Now there is no cause to disturb the 
quiet judgment of the House, I offer these resolu- 
uuons: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed by the 
Speaker, whose duty it shall be to inquire and report to this 
House whether any, and if any, what members of this House 
have been engaged in fighting a duel on account of words 
spoken in debate on this floor; and that the said committee 
have power to send for persons and papers. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear to the said committee that 
any members of this House have been engaged in fighting 
a duel on account of words spoken in debate on this floor, 
then the suid committee are instructed to report the facts, 
with a resolution to expel from this House any member or 
members guilty of such crime. 


Mr. PAYNE said he would object to the recep- 
tion of the resolution, if he had the right to do so. 

The SPEAKER said that this was a question of 
privilege, and therefore in order. ° 

Mr. SLIDELL moved to lay the resolutions on 
the table; and the yeas and nays having been order- 
ed, the question on that motion was taken and de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 75, nays 94. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he was opposed to the sys- 
tem of dueling, and believed the people were gen- 
erally disposed to discountenance it; yet there might 
be cases which would justify, toa great extent, a 
meeting of that character. He did not rise, how- 
ever, to investigate or discuss the principles of duel- 
ing—its morality or immorality; another occasion 
might present itself when such an investigation 
would be more appropriate, at which time he would 
be found upon tbe. side of those who condemn 
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that improper practice. His object now was to 
poe Sanita which cael to be demendea 

y the plainest principles of right and justice, and one 
to which he presumed the honorable mover of the 
resolution [Mr. Kina] would interpose no objection 
As the resolutions now stand, (said Mr. H.,) the 
committee to which this matter is proposed to be 
committed, are positively instructed to report a res. 
olution of expulsion, together with the facts of the 
case. He cared but little about an inquiry into the 
facts, and that they should be reported to this House: 
and then, and then only, can we know what punish. 
ment, if any, should be awarded to those who ma 
have been concerned. Upon all of the facts coming 
before this House, it might be apparent to all of us that 
other and different punishment should be inflicted 
than that proposed by the resolutions, or that none at 
all should be inflicted. Further, he said, one of the 
parties might be found deserving of punishment, the 
other not; one in a greater, the other in aless degree: 
whereas the resolutions required that both should 
be expelled. He would respectfully ask the House 
as well as the honorable gentleman who moved the 
resolutions, if they could not imagine a case in which 
they would punish one of the parties concerned, and 
not the other? Certainly they could. They often 
so occurred; and therefore with what propriety, or 
with what sort of face, can they prejudge a case, as 
they were now desired to do, before they knew the 
facts. Were gentleman willing thus to give positive 
instructions to a committee to report resolutions of 
expulsion in the dark, in total ignorance of the facts 
of the case? May we not (said Mr. H.) punish an 
innocent man, blast his reputation forever, by an 
unceremonious expulsion before the facts are known 
upon which, and upon which alone, we can act? He 
wanted to punish understandingly, when he did it 
at all; and therefore he nang to amend the reso- 
lutions now before the House by striking out that 
part which instructs expulsion in advance of the evi- 
dence, leaving that which proposes and requires a 
report of the facts. Then (raid he) we can propose 
a proper punishment, if any can be inflicted by this 
House. 

Mr. RAYNER observed that, before any vote 
was taken on the amendment or the resolution, he 
should like to hear, from some member—either the 
one who had taken upon himself the responsibility 
to offer these resolutions, or those who supported 
them—some reasons why a representative of the 
people of this country was to be arraigned before 
that House for a matter in which neither the consti- 
tution nor the rules of the House were involved. 
This was no trifling matter. It affected the charac- 
ter of every member of the House. Now, he would 
ask why it was that the power of the House should 
be invoked for the expulsion of members because 
they were concerned in dueling; and where was the 
clause in the constitution which disqualified a man 
for serving the people because he had committed 
that offence? Should there be no clause in the con- 
stitution providing for punishing a man for fighting 
a duel—if it was proved that there was no rule of 
the House defining such an act to be an offence 
against it—if the rights of no State had been in- 
vaded,—then he asked, what right had they to in- 
terfere with the privileges of one of their members? 
Now, he took the ground that, to expel a member 
from that House, it must first be proved that he had 
a constitutional disqualification—that he had violated 
some rule of the House, or that his moral delin- 
quency rendered him an unfit associate for his fel- 
low-members. Now, were there any charges of 
this nature against any of the members of that 
House? {f not, he demanded its authority to do 
the thing attempted to be done; and, as a representa- 
tive of 70,000 freemen, he protested against it. 

Now he stood on this; and he said they had no 
right, standing all there, as they did, bound to 
recognise each other as equals, to inflict such a pun- 
ishment. He met this thing at the threshold, for the 
thing involved both tyranny and oppression; and as 
the representative of a free people, he was bound to 
oppose it. Not having been in the House when the 
resolution was read, he requested the clerk to read 
it again. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. RAYNER continued. Bia they not see what 
it proposed to do? It proposed to inflict punishment 
on those who might deserve praise, instead of cen- 
sure. Punishment was to be inflicted on all who 
were concerned. Now there might be some there 
who were actuated by the best feelings of human- 
ity. There might be parties there whose desire was 
to harmonize the parties, and save their lives, if it 
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